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The East Florida Seminary, the oldest parent of the University of Florida,
was established in Ocala, January 1853. It was transferred to Gainesville in
1866, merging with a small local school. It was a coeducational institution,
and college degrees began to be conferred in 1882. The seminary operated
as a semi-military school, at least for its male students. They wore uniforms,
drilled regularly, referred to their dormitory as a barracks, and were
awakened each morning by a bugle call.
This is a copy of a photograph taken in the 1890s showing the cadets’
weekly dress parade in front of the barracks. Townspeople are seated on
the piazzas. The two-story brick building to the left still stands; it is the
Epworth Hall of the First Methodist Church on Northeast First Street. The
parade ground is presently a city park.
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BLACK SLAVES, RED MASTERS, WHITE
MIDDLEMEN: A CONGRESSIONAL
DEBATE OF 1852
by JAMES  E. S EFTON *
A list of the most noteworthy congressional debates over slav-ery would include those on the Compromises of 1820 and
1850, the Gag Rule, the slave trade, and the Kansas-Nebraska
Bill, among others. Sometimes, however, debate on a compara-
tively minor episode of a large issue can be highly illuminating.
In the spring of 1852, the House of Representatives devoted
perhaps ten hours to a bill which brought to a close a bizzare
story that had begun sixteen years earlier during federal efforts
to remove the Seminole Indians from Florida. Ever since the
United States acquired Florida from Spain in 1819, white resi-
dents had clamored for removal of the Indians. Desultory
guerrilla warfare increased, reaching a climax between 1835
and 1842 in the Second Seminole War.1 General Thomas S.
Jesup, who commanded the United States troops in Florida
from 1835 until 1838, saw that the long-standing hostility be-
tween the Seminoles and their parent tribe, the Creeks, might
be turned to his military advantage. In August 1836 he recruited
a regiment of Creeks for federal service. The enlistment contract
stipulated that the Creeks were “to receive the pay and emolu-
ments and equipments of soldiers in the Army of the United
States, and such plunder as they may take from the Seminoles.“2
While in federal service the Creeks captured or received the
surrender of more than 100 Negroes who had been living with
the Seminoles and whom the Indians considered their allies.
Most of these were slaves of various Seminole chiefs; some were
runaways from white plantations in Florida and Georgia; a
* Mr. Sefton is associate professor of history at California State College,
Northridge.
1.  John K. Mahon, History of  the Second Seminole War,  1835-1842
(Gainesville, 1967).
2. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 611.
[113]
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small number claimed to have been born free. Those who could
be identified as runaways were restored to their white owners
by General Jesup, who paid the Creeks $20.00 each for them.
The remainder were kept in federal military custody and trans-
ferred to Fort Pike, Louisiana, for safekeeping.3 Jesup, mean-
while, hoping to hasten the final surrender of the Seminoles,
realized that one of the major stumbling blocks was the Indians’
fear that upon surrendering they would lose their remaining
Negroes. On March 6, 1837, certain chiefs signed a document of
capitulation at Camp Dade, in which Jesup agreed “that the
Seminoles and their allies, who come in, and emigrate to the
West, shall be secure in their lives and property; that their
negroes, their bona-fide property, shall accompany them to the
West; and that their cattle and ponies shall be paid for by the
United States, at a fair valuation.“4
Troubles soon multiplied. The Camp Dade cease-fire agree-
ment shortly broke down, due in part to the displeasure of
whites with Jesup’s apparent policy on Negroes. He did not
want planters searching for their runaways (nor slave-catchers
looking for any salable black man) to raid Indian settlements,
thus jeopardizing the removal project. Nor did he want to
expose his troops to danger in the process of aiding the planters,
an attitude which to the whites seemed inconsistent with the
spirit of the fugitive slave law. But the general came under
pressure from many sources. As a result, his policy on Negroes
between April and September 1837, was a crazy-quilt of orders
and statements which attempted to do the impossible: sort the
Negroes into several categories according to individual histories.
Those who ran away from white owners were to be returned;
those whom the Seminoles captured from whites might or might
not have to be returned depending on the date of capture; those
whom the Seminoles purchased and still possessed, or who had
surrendered, could go west with the Indians in accordance with
the Camp Dade agreement; those captured by the Creeks were
their property; the few who insisted they were free were men-
tioned least and left in a kind of limbo.5
3. House Executive Documents, 25th Cong, 3rd sess., no. 225, 4-5.
4. Ibid., 52.
5. Ibid., 2-5, 8-22, 51-57; Mahon, History of the Second Seminole War,
201-06.
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Even if the elaborate documentation needed for such a policy
had been available, nobody would have been satisfied. Planters,
press, and territorial legislatures nagged; slave traders defied, and
then demanded protection; Creeks pestered for possession of
the ones they had captured; Seminoles distrusted, Negroes feared
to come into the lines lest they be captured by Creeks. Finally,
on September 6, Jesup announced that all captured Negroes
would be held at Fort Pike pending orders from the secretary of
war.6 Three days later Jesup ordered that the Creek regiment
be mustered out of service, thus precluding further captures
under the 1836 enlistment contract. Negroes now surrendered
in greater numbers, and since they seemed to possess a strange
influence over the Indians, admittedly not common to a slave-
master relationship, the Seminoles too came in more speedily.7
By the spring of 1838 the Negroes were no longer an im-
pediment to the Indians’ removal from Florida, but they were
still an impediment to peaceful relocation in Oklahoma. During
1837 General Jesup had been sending Negroes not the property
of whites to Fort Pike in groups to get them out of the general
theatre of war. New Orleans was also a principal stopover on
the journey to the Indian Territory. The government’s removal
program envisioned the Seminoles and Creeks becoming close
neighbors in Oklahoma.8 By the Camp Dade agreement, the
Seminoles expected their slaves to go west with them; by their
enlistment contract the Creeks also anticipated possession. Here
was the kernel of the matter. The presence of ex-Seminole slaves
among the Creeks would be sure to cause friction and perhaps
war between the tribes.
Jesup foresaw the danger, and he tried unsuccessfully to
preclude it. When he mustered out the Creeks, he offered them
$8,000 for the slaves they had captured in hopes that the govern-
ment would then send them to a Liberian colony. But the
Creeks wanted the slaves, and in the spring of 1838 a delegation
of chiefs was in Washington clamoring for possession. Through
the agency of Joel Poinsett, secretary of war, and C. A. Harris,
commissioner of Indian Affairs, a solution was found. James C.
Watson, a Georgia slaveowner who was well-known to the war
6. House Exec. Doc., no. 225, 4-5.
7. Ibid., 20; Mahon, History of the Second Seminole War, 93-94, 128, 205-06.
8. House Exec. Doc. No. 225, 2-24; Mahon, History of the Second Seminole
War, 77, 206.
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department as a contractor in earlier Indian removal operations,
agreed to purchase the slaves claimed by the Creeks. On May
8, 1838, he signed a contract with the delegation in Washington,
agreeing to pay $14,600 for sixty-seven Negroes, the number to
which sickness and death had reduced the original contingent.
The Creeks, by power of attorney, appointed N. F. Collins to
receive the Negroes from federal custody and to turn them over
to Watson. The war department provided Collins with orders
directing the commanding officer at Fort Pike to release them;
Watson gave the money to Major William Armstrong, senior
Creek agent and one of the organizers of the agreement, who
paid it to the Creeks on July 4.9
Tribulations continued. Watson never received the Negroes.
Jesup had been sending not only the slaves to Fort Pike but the
emigrating Seminoles as well. For some unaccountable reason,
officers at the fort permitted the Indians and slaves to be re-
united, and once this occurred it was impossible to distinguish
slaves the Creeks had captured from ones they had not, let alone
separate any of them from the Seminoles. When Collins arrived
with the war department’s orders, the commanding officer de-
clined to obey them since heavy force would have been needed.
Instead, the 1,275 emigrés at Fort Pike, red and black, were
loaded aboard two transports, and the little flotilla, Marine
Lieutenant John G. Reynolds commanding, went chugging up
the Mississippi with the remonstrating Collins tagging along.
Every time the odyssey presented a chance— at Natchez, Vicks-
burg, Arkansas Post, Little Rock, Fort Smith, Fort Gibson—
Collins pleaded to debark with Watson’s Negroes. Nothing
availed. At every menace the Seminoles became more refractory.
When Reynolds asked the governor of Arkansas for aid in effec-
ting delivery, he was ordered to get the expedition out of the
state without delay. General Matthew Arbuckle, federal com-
mander in Arkansas, also refused to help. Thus Watson’s Negroes
and their Seminole masters reached the Indian Territory where
they remained. Secretary Poinsett, not wishing to start a new
war, rescinded the original delivery orders and recommended
that Congress indemnify Watson.10
9. House Reports, 27th Cong., 2nd sess., no. 558.
10. Ibid.; House Exec. Doc. No. 225, 28-30, 42-51, 81-82, 91-116; Mahon,
History of Second Seminole War, 251-52.
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That simple suggestion set in motion the legislative machin-
ery which creaked and groaned for fourteen years. Congresses
were elected and adjourned; committees sat, reported, and rose;
Watson died, and his estate went bankrupt. Congress, in the
winter of 1838, received the first petition, but not until the
spring of 1852 was an appropriation voted. Occasionally a com-
mittee would report a bill .11 The largest proposed award was
$21,604 in 1842: the purchase price, four years’ interest, and a
little extra to cover the expenses of Watson’s agents. But such
bills never reached debate. Only in June 1848 did one ignite a
spark of controversy, and even that was a little tempest confined
to the committee of claims, where four members including David
Wilmot had with a full-scale minority report set their faces
solidly against any award at all. The minority report was a
curious item. In stating the facts of the case, the anti-slavery
quartet admitted several key propositions which their ideological
successors in the 1852 debate would staunchly deny. And after
clearly admitting that the Negroes were both slaves and property,
they quoted at length from the Philadelphia Convention, The
Federalist, and related sources to show that slaves were not
property at all. But again the bill failed to reach debate.12
Finally, on January 29, 1852, John R. J. Daniel of North
Carolina, chairman of the committee of claims, submitted the
bill that was enacted for the purchase price plus six per cent
interest.13
Daniel’s bill went upon the private calendar for considera-
tion in the committee of the whole. House rules, plus objections
by anti-slavery congressmen, resulted in a badly fragmented de-
bate, beginning on February 20, recurring on March 19, and
again on April 9, when the bill finally passed.14 The three-day
debate was a very untidy affair due to the complexities of the
case and the random assignment of the floor. For clarity, there-
fore, it has been reorganized according to its main questions,
working down from the larger ones to the smaller.
11. House Report 558; House Reports, 28th Cong., 1st sess., no. 132; House
Reports, 29th Cong., 1st sess., no. 535.
12. House Reports, 30th Cong., 1st sess., no. 724.
13. House Reports, 31st Cong., 1st sess., no. 102; House Reports, 32nd
Cong., 1st sess., no. 45.
14. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 420, 611-16, 650, 791-99,
1035-43.
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The most basic question of all was whether slavery existed
among the Seminoles. Congressman William Sackett of New
York and other opponents argued that since there was no positive
evidence in “Seminole law” that slavery existed, one must neces-
sarily conclude that it did not.15 Thomas Bartlett, a freshman
congressman from Vermont, when asked by Georgia’s James
Johnson whether slavery might not exist “under customary laws
without statutory laws,” merely brushed the embarrassing in-
quiry aside. Neither the laws of Florida nor the laws of the
Seminole “nation,” he said, revealed whether slavery existed
among the Indians.16 Sackett even invoked international law by
asserting, “The law of nations— the contrary not being shown—
clearly establishes the fact that slavery does not exist there, and
therefore they [the Negroes] were taken as ordinary prisoners
of war.“17 He could not safely elaborate the proposition, how-
ever. The Seminoles, and all Indian tribes for that matter, had
a very dubious status as “nations” in spite of the federal govern-
ment’s practice of treating with them as if they were foreign
powers. John Marshall, when it was a matter of deciding whether
the Cherokees were a “foreign nation” within the meaning of
the Constitution, called them a “domestic dependent nation.“18
Later, when it was a matter of deciding whether Georgia law
had any force in Cherokee country, he exempted the tribe from
all but federal laws.19 Slavery certainly existed in Florida Terri-
tory by an act of its legislative council which the federal govern-
ment had taken no steps to annul.20 It was, of course, improb-
able that the federal government would permit international law
to supercede any domestic law where Indian affairs were con-
cerned.
In the debate of March 19 Sackett rather abruptly introduced
the question of legal existence once again— apparently to avoid
coping with an embarrassment raised by Congressman Daniel—
and noted that whereas the laws of some states made color a
presumptive indicator of slave status, under the Constitution
the presumption was always to be in favor of freedom unless the
15. Ibid., 611, 614, 797, 1036.
16. Ibid., 1036.
17. Ibid., 612.
18. Cherokee Nation v. Georgia, 5 Peters 1, 17 (1831).
19. Worcester v. Georgia, 6 Peters 515 (1832).
20. Mahon, History of the Second Seminole War, 60.
12
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contrary were proved. Herschel Johnson, having in mind the
United States Supreme Court’s recent ruling in Strader v. Gra-
ham, was here prompted to ask if the court had not established
a rule whereunder they would accept as conclusive the ruling
of the highest state court on the status of a Negro.21 Although
Johnson’s point did narrow the overly-generous conception
Sackett was trying to establish, the New Yorker correctly pointed
out its present inapplicability since no determination by a state
court was involved.22
Those who supported payment did not exert themselves to
demonstrate the existence of slavery among the Seminoles. They
merely asserted what they said everyone knew: that slavery ex-
isted among both Seminoles and Creeks and that they carried
on a reciprocal slave trade as well.23 Historians are agreed that
the Seminoles, Creeks, Cherokees, Choctaws, and Chickasaws all
held slaves prior to the Civil War. Some Seminole chiefs, to
increase their prestige, bought slaves and paid for them with
livestock. Creeks in search of slaves frequently raided Seminole
settlements. The laws of the Creek Nation as written down in
1825 by Chilly McIntosh, the son of the half-Scot Creek chief
William McIntosh, clearly recognize the institution of slavery.
Quaker missionaries who visited the Creeks in Oklahoma in 1842
confirmed that they had long held slaves and “appear insensible
on the subject of this great evil.“24
Some congressmen, seeking a weakness in the southern case,
pointed out that the Seminoles treated their Negroes much better
than whites did. These legislators found, in the accumulated
military despatches and letters, references to the “influence” the
Negroes had on the Seminoles and to the “affection” of the
Indians for the blacks.25 The status of Indian Negroes seemed
to be a blend of slavery and the elements of share-cropping.
Seminole practice was to permit the Negroes to live in separate
villages and to pay their owners periodically a quantity of grain
21. 10 Howard 82 (1850).
22. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 797.
23. Ibid., 612.
24. Sigmund Sameth, “Creek Negroes: A Study of Race Relations” (M.A.
thesis, University of Oklahoma, 1940), 2; Edwin C. McReynolds, The
Seminoles (Norman, 1957), 48; Mahon, History of the Second Seminole
War, 74; Antonio Waring, ed., The Laws of the Creeks (Athens, 1960);
Grant Foreman, The Five Civilized Tribes (Norman, 1934), 171.
25. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 614, 1036.
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or livestock as a symbol of their servile status. Seminole society
also included other Negroes of every status imaginable. Some
were born free, some were West Indian refugees, some were des-
cendants of successful eighteenth-century fugitives from the
United States. Intermarriage further complicated the picture. It
would, perhaps, be most accurate to say that there was a great
diversity of status among the estimated 1,400 Negroes who were
associated with the Seminoles in 1835, and that where slavery
existed in a chattel form, it was a much less formal institution
than the southern plantation version.26
The second major question extractable from the 1852 debate
was whether the word “plunder,” as employed in General Jesup’s
1836 enlistment agreement with the Creeks, embraced slaves.
Sackett insisted that the agreement had nothing to do with
slaves, in part because the word “slaves” was not used, but more
fundamentally because of his belief that slaves were not prop-
erty.27 John Daniel, James Abercrombie, James Johnson, Charles
Stuart, and Josiah Sutherland all took the position that the
agreement did include slaves, by virtue of the understanding of
the people associated with it. Everyone, they said— Jesup, the
Craaks, the commissioner of Indian affairs, the secretary of war—
all knew slaves were included. A large body of official corres-
pondence dating from 1836-1840 supported their contentions. It
was no trouble (though it was a bit boring) to read it into the
record, and doing so seemed to steer the debate away from the
wearisome question, now decades old, whether slaves were prop-
erty.28 On occasion the debate became narrowly legalistic and
focused upon the proper rules of interpreting contracts, with
Southerners taking the most latitudinarian view.29
Near the end of the third day’s debate, Sutherland definitively
settled the semantic aspect of the “plunder” question by assert-
ing that the word described the method of acquisition rather
than the nature of the thing acquired.30 But this had been the
26. McReynolds, The Seminoles, 23, 48, 244; Joshua Giddings, The Exiles
of Florida: or, The Crimes Committed by our Government against the
Maroons, who fled from South Carolina and other Slave States, Seeking
Protection under Spanish Laws (Columbus, Ohio, 1858; facsimile edition,
Gainesville, 1964).
27. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 611.
28. Ibid., 612, 614, 791, 794, 798-99, 1040. The correspondence, in addition
to being in the Globe, is also in House Exec. Doc., No. 225.
29. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 791, 1037.
30. Ibid., 1041.
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less knotty branch of the problem. The question whether slaves
were property at all was a continuous thread throughout the
debate. But because of the circumstances, it took a specific form.
Had the federal government, through the instrument of a con-
tract, any power to recognize property in slaves? That may be
considered the third major issue raised in the debate.
Here was a basic question of constitutional interpretation,
and a longstanding one. Nor did present issues require any new
arguments. Sackett, Bartlett, and the other Northerners, adopting
as they had to on such occasions the unfamiliar strict construc-
tionist approach, insisted that the Constitution did not recog-
nize slavery and that the federal government had no delegated
power to make contracts involving slaves. Johnson, as Southerners
had done while debating the compromise measures two years
earlier, used the fugitive slave clause to show that the Constitu-
tion not only recognized but guaranteed slave property. He also
added that slavery among the Seminoles was a fact and that the
government could quite properly make contracts “in reference
to existing facts.“31 Just before debate finally closed, John Free-
man of Mississippi stated, “I know the fact that the Government
of the United States have dealt in slaves, and that they have
sold slaves under execution to pay debts due to them. And
they have taken slaves in payment of obligations, due upon
United States bonds of public officers in the South.“32
Charles Sweetser, seeking further to weaken the constitu-
tional position of the Southerners, asserted that if the slaves
had actually been property, then the United States could only
transfer title to the Creeks following a judicial proceeding. A
rejoinder, necessarily tardy because house debates were always
disorderly, came from Sutherland. He believed the whole ques-
tion of whether the United States could hold slaves or deal in
slave property was irrelevant in this case because the govern-
ment never had title to the slaves at any time. Title, in his
31. Ibid., 612, 792-94, 1037.
32. Ibid., 1039. In March 1848 a resolution had come up in the house
directing the judiciary committee to report a bill “to prohibit the sale
of persons held as slaves on any precept in favor of the United States,”
because federal law permitted the type of sale Freeman had referred to.
Alexander H. Stephens served notice of his intent to debate the resolu-
tion, so it was laid over, and no further action was had. See ibid., 30th
Cong., 1st sess., 457.
15
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view, had passed directly from the Seminoles to the Creeks by
virtue of capture during wartime.33 Here was a reference to the
fourth major question, and a confusing one indeed: What,
according to the laws of war, is the effect of capture upon the
legal status of slaves?
Thomas Walsh of Maryland called capture of enemy prop-
erty a recognized wartime right; others spoke off and on to
support that right or to deny its relevance.34 The truth of the
matter, though highly relevant, would have satisfied neither
side. There certainly is a right of capture, but its effect is to
vest title to the property in the capturing government, not in
that government’s private soldiers. If slaves were property, this
rule would have made the federal government a slave owner,
thus bringing the argument back to the third question. And if
the slaves were property, they could certainly be plunder, thus
bringing them within the scope of Jesup’s agreement with the
Creeks. Of course, the northern view that the government could
in no way recognize slave property would still have left the
Negroes slaves of the Seminoles. That outcome was not really
desirable to the Northerners, but only less unpalatable than
paying a white man for his investment in them. In view of the
fugitive slave clause, which convinced Southerners that the
Constitution recognized slaves as property, Sackett, Sweetser,
and the other Northerners had to search elsewhere for some
legal principle that would allow them to classify horses, wagons,
and similar things as captured enemy property but captured
slaves as prisoners of war.
The appeal was distinctly of the “higher law” variety. Bart-
lett attacked Jesup’s agreement as violating both “the law of
nations, that obtains among civilized and Christian nations,”
and “the law of nature.“35 Sweetser called it “a barbarism that
even savages would scout as unworthy of even savage warfare.“36
The doubts about whether the Negroes had ever actually been
slaves afforded a useful springboard, since there was little doubt
that they would have been slaves if either the Creeks or Watson
had obtained effective possession of them. Thus in the opening
debate of February 20 Sackett called the directive to Watson’s
33. Ibid., 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 1037, 1039.
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agent to release the Negroes an unlawful order to make slaves
out of prisoners of war. At the end of the second day, March 19,
Charles Skelton asked if it were lawful, in America or anywhere
else, to sell prisoners of war into slavery. Stuart promptly assured
him it was quite legal for the government to go into an area
where slavery was a recognized institution and to offer a regi-
ment of Indians all the slaves they might capture.37
Discussion of the capture question led the chamber back to
the Mexican War in search of precedents, and on April 9 a
three-way colloquy pitted Sweetser against Johnson and Walsh.
The Southerners wanted to know how the taking of various
property from enemy aliens in Mexico differed from the taking
of slaves from our own rebellious population in Florida. Sweetser
insisted that the cases differed because the Seminoles were under
the protection of our flag “to some extent” and so the govern-
ment was bound to protect their rights as citizens of Florida.
He also noted that in Mexico the property did not end up in
the hands of individual troops.38
Such citings of recent history failed to satisfy anyone. But
the general matter of capture led into the fifth major question,
a purely factual one: were any of the Negroes in dispute actually
captured by the Creeks? Here was a point, surely, on which
simple chronology would make an end of cavil. Jesup enlisted
the Creeks in September 1836, though they did not get into
actual service until late December. The Seminoles signed an
instrument of surrender at Camp Dade in March 1837, and the
Creeks were mustered out of service the following September.
Since the terms of the Camp Dade agreement seemed to pre-
clude further seizure of property belonging to Seminoles who
surrendered, and in fact stated that “their negroes, their bona-fide
property, shall accompany them to the West,” Sackett concluded
that captures could only have occurred during the brief interim
between December 1836 and March 1837. He did not think
there was sufficient evidence to show that specific captures had
taken place during this period, and that on the contrary, many
Negroes either surrendered or had been seized following the
Camp Dade agreement.39
37. Ibid., 612, 799.
38. Ibid., 1038.
39. Ibid., 611, 793.
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To combat Sackett’s position, Johnson merely referred to
General Jesup’s order of September 9, 1837, mustering the
Creeks out of service and paying them for the Negroes they had
captured. The instructions were specific: “The chiefs and war-
riors who were actually in the field, and present at and aiding
in the capture of the Negroes, are alone to receive any part of
the sum allowed; those who remained in the camp, and did not
march, are to receive nothing. Eight thousand dollars will be
paid to the captors for the Seminole negroes, and twenty
dollars each for those the property of citizens.“40 Moreover, on
July 20, 1837, Jesup sent to the adjutant general of the army a
list of “the Indian negroes captured during the campaign.”
Since dates of individual captures are not given in the list,
there is no way of knowing whether any of the 103 were taken
after the Camp Dade agreement. The list is entitled “Registry
of negro prisoners captured by the troops commanded by Major
General Thomas S. Jesup, in 1836 and 1837, and owned by
Indians, or who claim to be free.” Only eight on the list “claimed
to be free”; the others all indicated a specific Indian as their
owner.41 In addition, General Jesup’s correspondence for the
late summer of 1837 shows his intention that since the Camp
Dade cease-fire had failed and hostilities were resuming, the
policy of awarding property to the capturing units would resume
as well.42 Thus there is clear evidence that the commanding
general considered that at least some Negroes fell within the
purview of his 1836 agreement with the Creeks, and perhaps he
should have been the best judge.
The Camp Dade agreement was central, and Sackett had
40. Ibid., 792; Thomas S. Jesup to Lieutenant Searle, September 9, 1837, in
House Exec. Doc. No. 225, 20; Orders No. 175, Headquarters Army of
the South, September 6, 1837, in ibid., 4.
41. Jesup to Brigadier General R. Jones, July 20, 1837, in ibid., 65-69. It
is interesting to note that every Negro on the list has an English
Christian name, which in view of the small number claiming to be
free suggests either an original white owner or an aversion on the part
of Indians to using Seminole names for non-Indians.
42. There is also a letter to Captain B. L. Bonneville, Seventh Infantry,
who commanded a detachment of Choctaw warriors, stating that the
Choctaws should have whatever Seminole property they seized, Negroes
included. The letter is dated ten days after the Creeks were mustered
out. Ibid., 19-21. If any Negroes were in fact captured by the Choctaws,
they apparently were sent west without the development of any special
controversy.
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still another use for it. The very same property which Watson
bought from the Creeks had been guaranteed to the Seminoles
by Jesup, he said. Hence, if Secretary Poinsett and Indian Com-
missioner Harris had induced Watson to buy it, they would be
liable to imprisonment for “while in the public service, un-
lawfully and clandestinely trying to violate a solemn treaty of
the Government.” At this bombshell Daniel merely observed that
there were two groups of slaves involved, and that the surrender
agreement did not cover ones previously captured. Sackett, the
only effective reply having slipped his mind, passed on to some-
thing else.43
It was just as well that the Northerners not try to make
too much out of the Camp Dade agreement. They could not
use it against the property rights of Watson without using it in
favor of the property rights of the Seminoles. This obvious
anomaly sometimes encouraged Southerners to doubt the sin-
cerity of the opposition. As Herschel Johnson remarked on the
second day of debate, some members seemed not to care that
the Negroes were slaves of Indians as long as they were not
slaves of southern whites.
What Sackett should have done when Daniel confronted him
with the existence of two groups of slaves was to ask the sixth
major question: in view of the confusion at Fort Pike, how
could individual Negroes be labelled “captured” or “surren-
dered”? The Northerners had their share of embarrassing situa-
tions; here was one for the supporters of the bill. Johnson met
it by asserting that Watson’s right to payment rested not on
identification of specific individuals but on the fact of the
government’s possession of his property and its failure to meet
its obligation to convey it to him. Responsibility for identifica-
tion was the government’s, he averred, and if the Negroes could
not be identified, it was no fault of Watson’s.44 This was a
rather shaky position, but it was the only ground available, and
there was an element of cleverness about it. In 1852 identifica-
tion was irrelevant since the issue was only reimbursement of
the purchase price, not the full market value or physical pos-
session. Moreover, the contract between Watson and the Creeks
did not contain a list of the slaves sold. They had been in con-
43. Congressional Globe, 32nd Cong., 1st sess., 796.
44. Ibid., 615, 793.
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tinuous military custody, and the officers in charge had not in-
stituted a system of identification at the outset. Military corres-
pondence shows that the slaves were moved from place to place
in Florida in small groups before being sent to Fort Pike, and
although some rosters were compiled, the paperwork was not
very efficient.45
The charge that federal officials had been delinquent in
identifying the Negroes lay at the threshhold of the seventh
major question: what was the status of the United States with
respect to Watson’s contract with the Creeks? Clearly the govern-
ment was not a party to it, and nobody undertook to prove the
contrary. The real disagreement came over the extent of knowl-
edge and assent. In a long exchange with Johnson on March 19,
Sackett maintained that the government did not regard itself
as a participant in Watson’s deal with the Creeks, and in fact
had no knowledge of it until 1840. Johnson read letter after
letter detailing the government’s involvement at every stage of
the sale proceedings. 46 Sackett was not convinced, whereupon
Alexander Evans of Maryland took up the letter-reading task.
On the day after the contract was signed, Commissioner Harris
asked Major General Alexander Macomb, commanding general
of the army, for orders directing the commanding officer at Fort
Pike to release the Negroes to Watson’s agent. The adjutant
general sent the orders out the next day. Evidence of assent to
a sale could hardly be stronger, Evans declared.47
Some opponents sought stronger ground in the related allega-
tion that whatever the government’s role in the case, it had
not guaranteed Watson possession of the slaves, but at best had
promised only to order their release.48 Perhaps there could be a
difference between promising to give an order and promising
to guarantee delivery, but the Southerners could not see it. As
Evans insisted, the United States “induced the sale, brought it
about, fixed the price, and ordered delivery, and then failed to
fulfill the order, and that is the point of the case.“49 One may
also reasonably suppose that Watson would have been reluctant
to invest borrowed money in a purchase, especially of slave
45. House Exec. Doc. No. 225, 2-28.
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property, without credible assurances that he would actually re-
ceive it.
Woven throughout the debate on the government’s relation
to the contract was a ninth question: was the government to
blame for losing the property? The government held the prop-
erty in trust, Evans said, and then permitted it to be eloigned
and carried off. The government thus became responsible for
its value. “All else is irrelevant,” he said in a fit of piqued
fatigue, “and there is no use of lugging in all these things and
embarrassing the minds of the committee with such an accumula-
tion of matter.“50 On the final day the debate again became
narrowly legalistic, with warnings about possible court actions
against the government for failure, as the bailee, to deliver the
property to the bailors.51
On that note the debate ended rather abruptly. Some of the
nine major questions had been answered, others had not. Some
were unanswerable, either from lack of evidence or from presence
of conflicting and confused evidence. The house recognized the
futility of further debate and so after defeating, seventy-five to
forty-seven, a move by Thaddeus Stevens to adjourn, the cham-
ber approved the measure by a vote of seventy-nine to fifty-
three.52 Senate action was perfunctory. The bill came over from
the house on April 12, and on July 26, after trading a few
aspersions and jibes about delaying tactics, courtesies, rights,
and perquisites, the senators agreed to take it up. They hurried
it through without debate and without a roll call.53 President
Fillmore signed it, apparently without question.54
The debate had been a curious one, not just for specific legal
intricacies but for broader points as well. For twenty-five pages
of the Congressional Globe, legislators attacked and defended
slavery while debating a bill that would not alter the status of a
single individual. The Negroes had remained with the Indians
all along and were the subject of numerous tribal difficulties.
Kidnappers carted some of them off to be sold to white planters.
Some set out with Wild Cat, a renegade Seminole chief, to
50. Ibid.
51. Ibid., 1038, 1041-42.
52. Ibid., 1043.
53. Ibid., 1047, 1115, 1651-52, 1922-23.
54. 10 Statutes, 734.
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settle in Mexico during the winter of 1849, but only reached
Cow Bayou, Texas, before they decided to return. Their second
such odyssey ended in capture by the Comanches who held them
for ransom, which the Creeks decided to pay as a means of
getting possession of more Negroes. Territorial separation of
the Creeks and Seminoles by the treaty of 1856 brought some
degree of quiet, and the Emancipation Proclamation finally gave
the Negroes their freedom. Their descendants, as well as those
of slaves belonging to the other southeastern tribes, still live in
Oklahoma.55
Notwithstanding that all the rhetoric would not free a single
Negro, the debate was nonetheless a classic encounter on one of
the most sensitive elements of the slavery system. States rights,
local option, treatment of slaves, and other things were probably
side issues. Money was changing hands, and that was the heart
of it. Furthermore, Watson’s motive for the purchase seemed
to be pure speculation since the 1838 market value was consider-
ably more than he paid. The debate may well have gained in
intensity by coming along just two years after Congress had
ended the slave trade in the District of Columbia as part of the
Compromise of 1850. Therein lies another point. Statesmen
hailed the 1850 measures as closing up all of the slavery ques-
tions still outstanding. Yet the Watson case showed how the
subject would not down. No matter what laws were passed, it
seemed there was always a need for one more.
55. Foreman, The Five Civilized Tribes, 243, 256-57, 262-70.
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FLORIDA LIVE OAK FARM OF
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS
by W ILLIAM  R. A DAMS *
The preservation of America’s forests did not become a vitalconcern much before the end of the nineteenth century.
The five laws that Congress passed prior to 1873 dealing specific-
ally with the woodlands resulted primarily from a determination
to insure an adequate supply of timber for the navy. The live
oak, indigenous to the southern coastal area of the United
States, was the principal object of the first three laws, the
Naval-Timber Purchase Act of 1799 and the two Naval-Timber
Reserve acts of 1817 and 1827. Highly prized by shipbuilders
for its extremely hard and durable wood, the live oak also
prompted President John Quincy Adams to order established in
West Florida a tree plantation, which became America’s first
serious experiment in forest management and woodlands con-
servation. Unfortunately for the future of America’s forests,
Adams’ plan expired in the snarled web of Jacksonian politics.
During its brief life, however, the West Florida project
strengthened awareness within the Congress and the administra-
tion to the threat against the forests by continuing depredations,
and it left a residue of preventive law in the Timber Trespass
Act of 1827. The episode revealed that not all Americans in that
era shared a presumption that the nation’s forests were inex-
haustible, and it produced for a heedless posterity a genuine
champion of conservation in the person of John Quincy Adams.
The qualities of the live oak were recognized long before
the American Revolution, when it had already become a staple
article of export to the West Indies and Europe. The angular
shape of its limbs and roots admirably designed the tree’s
timber for the curved section of ship’s hulls. Naval officers
especially appreciated the resilient fiber of the close-grained
wood for warship construction. The tremendous demand for its
timber had provoked a lively plunder of the southern coastal
* Mr. Adams is a doctoral student in history at Florida State University.
The author wishes to thank the Adams Manuscript Trust for permission
to quote from the Adams Papers.
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belt of live oaks, arousing apprehension over the tree’s survival
even before the establishment of a navy. John Jay was among
the first of the young nation’s officials to express concern over
the continuing availability of ship timber, warning that it would
become scarce unless measures were taken to prevent waste.
President Washington’s revenue commissioner, Tench Coxe,
also urged action to protect naval stores.1
Enthusiastic as they were about the live oak’s qualities,
officials of the nation’s fledgling navy in the 1790s were doubly
concerned about its preservation. John Humphreys, charged
with supervising construction of the navy’s first six frigates,
testified in 1794 that live oak timber remained durable in ships
for forty to fifty years and was “greatly superior to any in
Europe.“2 More than one navy secretary took pains to advertise
the advantages that would accrue to American warships by
constructing them of live oak and to alert the Congress to
threats against the tree. James McHenry warned in 1797 that
“the land which is clothed with it may pass into hands that
may make its attainment hereafter more expensive, if not im-
practicable.“3 Benjamin Stoddert used the French crisis to im-
press upon the Congress a need for measures to assure supply
of the timber from easily accessible coastal stands. He combined
a warning of its increasing scarcity with a recommendation that
the legislators appropriate $100,000 to secure the necessary
timber. The Congress responded by passing the Timber Act of
1799, which authorized the President to spend twice that amount
to purchase timber or timber lands and to preserve them for
future use.4 Relying no doubt upon the object lesson afforded
1. Jenks Cameron, The Development of Governmental Forest Control in
the United States (Baltimore, 1928), 28-29; Richard G. Lillard, The
Great Forest (New York, 1947), 161.
2. Report of John Humphreys, December 23, 1794, in American State
Papers, Documents, Legislative and Executive of the Congress of the
United States, Naval Affairs, 4 vols. (Washington, 1832-1861), I, 8-9.
3. James McHenry to John Parker, January 11, 1797, in ibid., 26-27. This
may be an early indication of apprehension over transfer to France of
Spain’s territories along the gulf coast, which harbored major stands of
live oak.
4. Benjamin Stoddert to the chairman of the house naval committee,
December 29, 1798, in ibid., 65-66; Samuel Trask Dana, Forest and
Range Policy: Its Development in the United States (New York, 1956),
46. Two islands situated close to the Georgia coast were subsequently
purchased.
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by the naval with England, the navy secretary declared to
the president of the senate in 1814 that “the importance of
securing for public use all that valuable species of oak . . . is
sufficiently obvious.“5 Under the 1817 law the secretary of the
navy was empowered to withhold from public sale lands con-
taining live oak and red cedar for the sole purpose of supplying
timber for naval use. Penalties were provided for unauthorized
removal of timber from all public lands. Two agents and a
surveyor appointed under authority of the 1817 act subsequently
examined the Alabama and Louisiana coasts. As a result of
their report President James Monroe in 1820 reserved lands in
Louisiana from sale and appointed an agent to protect them.6
Nevertheless the trees continued to disappear. The plunder
of timber from public reserves, executed in ways perfected in
more than a century of practice, persisted in the face of a
toothless government policy. Navy Secretary Samuel L. Southard
told Congress in 1827 that more than one-half of the timber
in the accessible coastal areas of Florida had been removed,
much of it from public lands. An agent sent by Southard to
survey the situation there reported back that the St. Johns
River and its tributary streams below Jacksonville were stripped
bare up to fifteen miles inland. Live oak, in fact, remained a
staple export. As much as 2,000,000 cubic feet may have been
removed, Southard said, most of it probably “consumed abroad.”
Southard sent his report to Congress in response to a house
resolution passed on January 12, 1827, which instructed the
committee on naval affairs “to inquire into the expediency of
providing, by law, for the more effectual preservation of live oak
timber on the public lands” and “to inquire into the expediency
of forming plantations for the rearing of live oak timber.”
Further, the secretary was ordered to report back on measures
taken to preserve the live oak.7
The house resolution, which with Southard’s recommenda-
tions revealed a quickened interest in America’s woodlands
5. Cameron, Governmental Forest Control, 31.
6. A short resume of efforts to protect timber is contained in a letter
from Samuel L. Southard to Henry R. Storrs, February 26, 1827, in
American State Papers, III, 47-48. See also Dana, Forest and Range
Policy, 46-47.
7. Southard to Storrs, February 26, 1827, in American State Papers, III,
48. Southard quotes from the resolution.
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that year, provided the impetus for the eventual establishment
of the Santa Rosa plantation in West Florida. Joseph M. White,
Florida’s territorial delegate, who became a controversial figure
in the venture, introduced the resolution into the house. It
was not his brainchild, however. The real initiative was un-
doubtedly provided by President Adams, whose concern for the
future of America’s forests was translated into the rising tempo
of activity in the navy department.
A resolution of the House of Representatives in 1826 sug-
gesting the cultivation of mulberry trees for silkworms first
drew Adams’ attention to silviculture, and prompted him to
begin research on the cultivation of plants and trees.8 That
same evening Adams confided to his diary his regret that he
had in the past neglected this absorbing subject and he pro-
posed to himself that come autumn he would start a nursery.
He immediately began inquiring into the possibility of raising
oaks. His diary entries for the next several days reflected his
newly discovered passion. The President now directed his evening
strolls through oak shrubbery from which he invariably selected
various leaves and branches for closer study, and he badgered
his overseas consuls to procure for him works by foreign scholars
on silviculture.9
Adams pestered others as well. He urged acquaintances em-
barking for travel abroad to inquire about foreign plants which
might prove useful for his experiments. The White House
gardener apparently bore the brunt of his gentle harrassment.
“I ask the name of every plant I see,” Adams wrote, and on
every visit to the garden “inquiries multiply upon me.” Letters
devoted to silviculture and boxes of shrubs, plants, and acorns
began arriving at the White House. So absorbed did he become
that he began to neglect his evening walks, and on the occasion
of one visit to the race track he even retrieved a dogwood
8. Charles Francis Adams, ed., Memoirs of John Quincy Adams: Comprising
Portions of His Diary from 1795-1848, 12 vols. (Philadelphia, 1874-1877),
VII, 121-22. “I should have commenced this project at least thirty
years since,” Adams wrote. See also Samuel Flagg Bemis, John Quincy
Adams and the Union (New York, 1956), 122-23.
9. Adams, Memoirs, VIP, 121-23; John Quincy Adams to Charles Francis
Adams, May 5, 1828, John Quincy Adams Papers, Massachusetts His-
torical Society.
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blossom.10 He expressed delight in the progress made by sixty
cork oak plants from Spain that he had planted in the White
House nursery, and he mentioned receiving plants and seeds
from as far away as Brazil and Morocco.11
The depth, sincerity, and purpose of Adams’ feeling for the
conservation and replenishment of America’s plants and trees
has been largely overlooked by historians and biographers. He
regarded his labors as more than a congenial hobby; they
served as a legacy for his country. By devoting all his leisure
moments to his plants, he wrote his son George, “I think I am
answering the great ends of my existence.” He doubted that
even a lifetime was enough to realize the “lasting public benefits”
to be derived from the work. “I am observing the operations
of nature, with a view to ascertain some of her laws, and the
ultimate object is to preserve the precious plants native to our
country from the certain destruction to which they are tend-
ing. . . .“12
Adams nursed a lurking anxiety lest his passionate devotion
to plants die with him. He endeavored gently in touching letters
to his sons to persuade them to adopt his own interest, feeling
he had too little time remaining in life to complete his experi-
ments. He impressed upon George that his work would “prove
abortive unless one or more of my sons can partake of my
feelings, and acquire a relish for the occupations which the
cultivation of long-lived trees require.“13 He likewise recognized
the ultimate necessity of awakening the American people to
the urgency of preserving and restoring the nation’s forests.
Although plant cultivation was one of the most important
branches of political economy, he noted, it received scarcely any
attention in this country. The powerful nations of Europe de-
voted voluminous legislation to the subject and accorded close
ministerial supervision to plant cultivation, but this country
had almost totally neglected it. In a revealing passage he wrote
Charles:
10. Adams, Memoirs, VII, 262, 267-68, 288. See also Adams’ Letterbook,
Adams Papers, for the year 1827.
11. John Quincy Adams to Charles Francis Adams, May 28, 1828, Adams
Papers.
12. John Quincy Adams to George W. Adams, July 1828, ibid.
13. Ibid.
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My purpose is as far as may be in my power to draw the
attention of my countrymen to it. In my public station I
have taken such measures as were practicable to stir up the
spirit of Congress to some estimation of its importance.
Without much success. I am convinced that the object must
be pursued systematically, and that to accomplish a result
worthy of the conception more than one life must be de-
voted to it.14
Adams pursued his plant studies and experiments with a
desperate intensity, refurbishing his spirits in the nursery when
the burdens and cares of office depressed him. But he remained
ever conscious of the practical side of his hobby. “I shall plant,
if at all, more for the public than for myself,” he said at the
outset.15 Thus he concentrated his efforts upon raising the kinds
of trees that could replenish woods depleted of useful timber.
“My passion is for hard, heavy, long-lived wood, to be raised
from the nut or seed— requiring a century to come to maturity
and then to shelter, shade or bear Columbia’s thunder o’er the
deep for one or two centuries more.” The forest he would plant
could no longer serve him in life, he wrote Charles, but from
it “your great grandson may bend the knees of a three decker
to supply the place of the Pennsylvania, now on the stocks at
Philadelphia.” His intention was never “mere trifling.” He
wanted to develop some sort of affirmative project to put his
experiments to a practical use.16
The recommendations that Navy Secretary Southard sub-
mitted to Congress in company with his report embodied just
such a project. Declaring that the great importance of the future
wants of the navy compelled it “to use all means in our power
to obtain, preserve, and increase” the supply of timber, Southard
suggested the adoption of four significant measures: the pur-
chase of valuable tracts of land containing good quality timber
adjacent to navigable waters; legislative provisions to strengthen
the executive’s power to reserve, survey, and protect timber-
lands in Florida and Louisiana; the planting of trees upon
14. John Quincy Adams to Charles Francis Adams, May 11, 1828, ibid.
15. Adams, Memoirs, VII, 121.
16. John Quincy Adams to Charles Francis Adams, April 20, 1828, Adams
Papers; Adams, Memoirs, VII, 323-24.
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government lands, probably the two islands off the Georgia
coast or near the navy yard at Pensacola; and finally, the pre-
emptive purchase of timber from individuals owning private
stands before they were sold elsewhere or destroyed. He said
that if this timber were not immediately used it could be stock-
piled for the future when its quality would have improved
through seasoning.17
Months before he approached the Congress, Southard had
moved to implement his recommendations. In the summer of
1827, he dispatched two agents to examine and survey lands in
West Florida for a favorable live oak plantation site. In De-
cember he informed President Adams that a large tract adjoining
the navy yard at Pensacola had been selected and that he had
ordered the commandant to begin planting live oaks.18 The
secretary made his choice against the recommendations of his
two agents, who reported to him in November that the peninsula
extending between Pensacola Bay and Santa Rosa Sound, which
Southard favored, contained soil that was unsuitable for the
cultivation of live oaks.19 So adamantly, in fact, did Agent
Thomas F. Cornell oppose the navy department’s choice that
Southard eventually dismissed him.
The location of Santa Rosa Sound doubtlessly influenced
Southard’s decision. Surrounded almost entirely by water, it
afforded easy access to the heavy timber. The entire reservation
near Pensacola comprised some 60,000 acres, most of it resting
on unsold public lands that the government could withhold
from sale under the 1817 and 1827 laws. There remained on the
Santa Rosa nursery site, however, several small private holdings
whose titles were originally granted by the Spanish government.
Southard requested authority from Congress to purchase those
tracts, amounting perhaps to 3,000 acres, and simultaneously
began efforts to clear the titles. Months of tortuous legal effort
were required to remove the old claims and insure transfer of
title to the government. Joseph White, who in addition to being
Florida’s territorial delegate was a close associate of President
17. Southard to Storrs, February 26, 1827, in American State Papers, III, 49.
18. Report of the navy secretary to the President, December 1, 1827, in ibid.,
III, 931. He also ordered some timber lands in Alabama and Louisiana
withheld from sale.
19. Report of Charles Haire and Thomas F. Cornell, November 12, 1827, in
ibid., III, 944.
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Adams and Secretary Southard, played a principal role in the
transactions as the legal agent for both the landowners and the
government. In most cases he acted as an intermediary to facili-
tate the transfers of deed, buying the land in Florida and
selling it in Washington. If White profited he did not gain
much, surely not enough to compensate him for his extensive
efforts or to warrant the severe censure that members of the
succeeding administration cast upon him and the Santa Rosa
project. The sum that the navy department spent to purchase
the land and provide for the plantation’s facilities did not
exceed that which the Congress authorized, and despite attempts
by Jackson’s officials to prove otherwise it appears that the
government got a fair bargain.20
Most of the land on Santa Rosa Sound that the navy depart-
ment purchased belonged to Henry Marie Brackenridge, district
judge, country squire, author, close friend of Joseph M. White,
and a tree enthusiast in his own right. A native of Baltimore,
Brackenridge had migrated westward in 1810. He flirted for a
time with the Missouri fur trade, engaged briefly in law and
politics in Louisiana, and returned east in 1817 in hopes of
securing a diplomatic appointment. Brackenridge’s knowledge
of the Spanish language and law attracted the attention of
Andrew Jackson, who as territorial governor of Florida employed
the young lawyer in 1821 to serve as his personal secretary and
translator. The governor later appointed Brackemidge alcalde
of Pensacola and, in the following year, used his influence with
President Monroe to have him named district judge of West
Florida. The young judge soon acquired a country estate on
Santa Rosa Sound where he could devote himself to his favorite
pastime of planting trees.21
20. Southard to George McDuffie, January 29, 1828, in ibid., III, 945. Cong-
ress approved the expenditure of $10,000 out of existing funds for the
purchase of lands and facilities. An extract of the navy appropriation
bill for 1828 is included in ibid., III, 945. Joseph M. White evidently
suspected his transactions would come under scrutiny for he wrote
Southard on August 27, 1828: “I will be much obliged to you if you
will have the account settled. I do not wish to stand on the records
charged with the receipt of money, the greater part of which only
passed through my hands as agent for others.” Ibid., III, 949. White
was unquestionably an authority on Spanish and French land titles, and
he had once served as a United States land commissioner. See Pensacola
Gazette, May 12, 1829.
21. A sketch of Henry Marie Brackenridge is included in the Dictionary of
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In the course of his correspondence with Southard ironing
out the purchase of his Santa Rosa holdings, Brackenridge dis-
closed his avocation and suggested that he be placed in charge
of the plantation. His letters revealed a man of erudition and
charm, devoted to the trees he had painstakingly raised to
maturity on the sound and possessed of a considerable fund of
knowledge about them. He made a disarming request that he
be permitted to keep a small grove of orange trees, saying it
would confer “a cheap happiness on a simple being, who, instead
of pursuing the road of avarice or ambition, has preferred the
cultivation of an innocent and elegant taste.” As for his creden-
tials to direct the plantation, Brackenridge wrote: “Although I
do not pretend to be equal to Solomon, for this would be vanity
and vexation of spirit, yet I may say, with truth, that there is
no tree or shrub in this country whose history, properties, and
habits I have not an acquaintance.” He knew nothing of specula-
tion nor had he any desire to sell his land to any individual. He
wanted only the privilege of spending his life “amid the harm-
less creation of my own hands.” Were he appointed superintend-
ent, the judge informed Southard, the privilege itself would be
“sufficient to compensate for the trouble.“22
Brackenridge had ideas of his own on developing a live oak
plantation. He thought a nursery for raising the oaks from the
acorns unnecessary, because there were “millions” of young
trees in the area that could be transplanted. When Southard
asked him to expand on the subject, Brackenridge prepared a
lengthy reply which stands as one of the first serious attempts
by an American to deal with the subject of forest management.
In his letter, which was published in pamphlet form in Phila-
delphia in 1828, Brackenridge discussed the superior qualities
of the live oak, the advisability and economics of raising it in
managed conditions, and the proper method of caring for the
tree. The display of knowledge impressed the President, as
American Biography, 22 vols. (New York, 1928-1958), II, 543-44. See
also Cameron, Governmental Forest Control, 45-46, and Jenks Cameron,
“President Adams’ Acorns,” American Forests, XXXIV (March 1828),
131-34. Brackenridge had attracted attention in 1817 by writing a pam-
phlet urging recognition of the struggling colonies in South America.
He had recommended the adoption of a foreign policy that in many
respects anticipated the Monroe Doctrine.
22. Brackenridge to Southard, March 28, May 9, 1828, in American State
Papers, III, 920-22.
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Brackenridge had probably intended. Adams discussed the letter
with Southard on July 5, 1828, and agreed that the judge should
superintend “the exploration” of live oaks near Pensacola and
employ ten to twenty men to clear, dress, and care for them.
The President insisted, however, that several hundred acres be
set aside to plant acorns, explaining that he wanted the live
oak to be observed growing to maturity since its “natural
history . . . has many singularities.“23
Brackenridge’s letter of appointment, which for some obscure
reason was not dispatched until December, instructed him to
begin to clear the ground, plant young trees, and select an area
for an experiment on growing oaks from acorns. Within two
months the judge had fifteen laborers diligently erecting facilities
and clearing ground in preparation for the replanting of young
live oaks. Over the course of the next several years the experi-
ment showed encouraging progress, which the overseer faithfully
charted in quarterly reports to the navy department.24 Adams
referred to the plantation in his last annual message in December,
noting that under the act of March 3, 1827, arrangements had
been made for the preservation and reproduction of live oak
timber.25
Unfortunately, the venture was never given a fair chance of
permanent success. Even as he signed Brackenridge’s appoint-
ment, Adam’s days in office were numbered. The following
March the uncompromising Andrew Jackson took office by virtue
of his election in the bitter campaign of 1828. The new Presi-
23. Brackenridge to Southard, March 24, 1824, in ibid., III, 921. Bracken-
ridge’s letter from which the tract was drawn is dated June 1, 1828, in
ibid., 922-25. A comment on its significance is found in Cameron,
Governmental Forest Control, 49-50. Adams’ statement is found in his
Memoirs, VIII, 51.
24. Brackenridge was also authorized to take all “necessary” measures to
prevent fires and keep out trespassers, both deadly enemies of the live
oak. He received a salary of $400 a year and could hire an overseer at a
salary of $500 a year. Southard to Brackenridge, December 6, 1828, in
American State Papers, III, 946. While the entire reservation consisted
of 60,000 acres, the actual plantation was only about 4,000 acres, 300 of
which were seeded with acorns. Brackenridge estimated that it might
hold 300,000 trees. Brackenridge to Southard, June 10, 1828, in ibid., III,
925. See also the quarterly reports in ibid., III, 928-31. The overseer
even included the precise number of trees on the reservation, arranged
by categories of sizes.
25. James A. Richardson, ed., A Compilation of the Messages and Papers of
the Presidents, 1789-1897, 20 vols. (Washington, 1897-1917), II, 418.
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dent and his followers took a dim view of the government’s
engaging in economic activities and were eager to uncover evi-
dence to substantiate the charges of corruption hurled against
Adams during the campaign. Before he was in office one month,
Southard’s successor, John Branch, ordered all operations at
Pensacola suspended pending a report from an investigating
team of navy commissioners on its way to Florida.26
Branch was determined to extinguish the Santa Rosa experi-
ment. The former agent to West Florida whom Southard had
fired, Thomas F. Cornell, provided him with ammunition in a
letter which charged, in effect, that Santa Rosa was a fraud. Nine
thousand dollars of the public treasure had been spent on three
“miserable and worthless” tracts of land that were not worth
“nine thousand cents.“27 The President of the board of navy
commissioners, Commodore John Rodgers, thought otherwise.
Following a visit to Santa Rosa, Rodgers submitted a report to
Branch that presented no evidence of fraud, but suggested in
general that the project was what it had been represented to be.
In his 1829 annual report, Branch ignored Santa Rosa entirely,
but he did propose to substitute a marine force for the agent
system to police the live oak standing on public lands, which he
said was being carried off by “the unprincipled of all nations.”
Since Adams and Southard no longer held public office, Branch
and his accomplice, Fourth Auditor Amos Kendall, could attack
them only by inference. Brackenridge was not so fortunate.
Branch variously threatened to suspend the project, withhold the
judge’s pay, cut off supporting funds, and, in an ignominious
gesture, he took away Brackenridge’s beloved orange trees. The
judge’s pathetic protests fell on deaf ears.28
Santa Rosa died a lingering death. Not before August 30,
1830, did Branch finally announce a terminal date for operations,
which he set for January 18, 1831. In his annual report for 1830,
the secretary charged that the Adams administration had ex-
ceeded its authority by ordering trees to be planted, since the
act of March 3, 1827, provided only for the preservation of
26. John Branch to Brackenridge, April 7, 1829, in American State Papers,
III, 926. Branch was later (1843-1845) territorial governor of Florida.
27. Thomas F. Carroll [sic] to the secretary of the navy, July 16, 1829, in
ibid., IV, 939.
28. John Rodgers to the secretary of the navy, July 3, 1829, in ibid., III, 943;
Brackenridge to Branch, July 6, 1829, in ibid., III. 927.
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timber and not for the cultivation of trees or the purchase of
lands. Branch also hinted strongly that the action had been
designed to benefit certain individuals.29 At the instigation of
an angered Joseph White, the Congress thereupon called up the
correspondence pertaining to the venture. White, meanwhile,
solicited testimony from several agents who were familiar with
the area, and informed an incensed John Quincy Adams of
developments. The former President attributed Branch’s actions
to a “malicious pleasure of destroying everything of which I had
planted the germ, and the base purpose of representing as
wasteful prodigiality the most useful and most economical ex-
penditures.” Adams concluded in his diary:
The plantation both of young trees growing when I com-
menced it and of those from the acorn which I had caused
to be planted is now in a condition as flourishing as possible
and more than a hundred thousand live oaks are growing
upon it. All is to be abandoned to the stolid ignorance and
stupid malignity of John Branch and his filthy subaltern,
Amos Kendall.30
After perusing the documents, the Congress itself was either
unable to come to a decision or preferred to avoid one. It
ignored entirely Branch’s charges of financial malfeasance, and
ended up by suggesting that the government examine the matter
further. In its report the house naval affairs committee did
take a decisive stand on halting the continuing plunder of the
public forests by recommending an extension of the penalties
provided in the act of March 1, 1817, to protect all timber on
any lands acquired for naval purposes. The Congress went far
beyond this recommendation, however, and passed an act for-
bidding the cutting of all trees on all public lands. That 1831
law and the few lands the government purchased near Pensacola
are all that remain of the Santa Rosa experiment.31
29. Cameron, Governmental Forest Control, 55.
30. Adams, Memoirs, VIII, 322-23.
31. The supreme court upheld the application of the act to all public lands,
and it remains today the basic law governing timber trespass. See Dana,
Forest and Range Policy, 53.
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The congressional action made it evident that concern for
the preservation of natural forestland extended beyond a clique
within the Adams administration. To still criticism that he had
abandoned measures to protect the woodlands, Branch labored
energetically in the early months of 1831 to perfect his marine
agent plan, which envisaged naval patrols along coasts and
rivers adjacent to government preserves. He had little time,
however, for in May of that year Levi Woodbury replaced him
as chief of the navy department. The new secretary was in-
clined to proceed more cautiously in matters. Sensing this, White
and Brackenridge renewed their efforts to salvage the live oak,
focusing their attack on Branch’s marine agent scheme, which
White characterized as a “pretence” to save the tree and an
extravagant and useless endeavor.32
The congressional investigation had given Santa Rosa a new
lease on life. Working now without pay, Brackenridge continued
to supervise the care of the thousands of young live oaks flour-
ishing on the plantation. He outlined for Woodbury, as he had
for Southard three years earlier, the advantages of cultivating
the trees.33 Brackenridge and White made their point. Woodbury
discontinued the marine agent patrols and promised a more
efficient protective system. On the other hand he also indicated
that he would not expand the Santa Rosa venture, despite the
favorable recommendation of General John Clark, whom Wood-
bury had sent to West Florida on yet another investigative
mission. Clark had advised that the experiment be continued.34
John Branch returned to the Congress where he and White
continued to snipe at each other, but Brackenridge quit the
battle when his term as district judge expired in January 1832.
He left Florida an embittered man and retired to his family
home in Pennsylvania. Woodbury turned the plantation over
to the commander of the navy yard with orders simply to pre-
serve what the judge had started. No more live oaks were
planted, and the experiment languished.35
John Quincy Adams never abandoned his plants. To the close
32. White to Levi Woodbury, October 23, November 4, 1831, in American
State Papers, IV, 112, 118.
33. Brackenridge to Woodbury, July 27, 1831, ibid., IV, 119.
34. John Clark to Woodbury, December 4, 1831, in ibid., IV, 107-08.
35. Jenks Cameron, “Who Killed Santa Rosa?” American Forests, XXXIV
(May 1928), 263-66.
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of his days he faithfully recorded their progress with ever more
feeble strokes of his pen. In the years that remained to him he
poured his eloquence and energy into other causes and left his
dreams of forests unspoken. Mention of the live oak disappeared
from the diary and from his letters. The boxes of shrubs and
plants and acorns quit coming to his door. But the commitment
he had made to himself and to nature Adams did not forget.
In the loneliness of his nursery the illustrious gardener con-
tinued to keep his own silent faith with his plants and trees.36
36. The “Garden Book” of John Quincy Adams in the Adams Papers
testifies to his continuing interest in his plants.
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FLORIDA PREPARES FOR WAR, 1860-1861
by GEORGE  C. B ITTLE *
F lorida in 1860 cast a peculiar aura. On the fourth of July,Susan Bradford Eppes, daughter of a prominent Tallahassee
area planter, was “so proud of the Star-Spangled Banner” carried
in a holiday parade by the Governor’s Guards.1 Yet, members of
the same militia unit may already have been contemplating the
possibility of secession from the Union. West of Tallahassee, in
Calhoun County, Florida’s most serious military event of the
year was taking shape this same day. Despite ominous political
tensions, North and South, local people seemed most concerned
with their own immediate problems.2 A few years earlier two
county families had been involved in a feud which left only
one, the Durdens, resident. Old social wounds were reopened
when a group of anti-Durden people held a fish fry at which
petitions were circulated requesting their enemy’s physical re-
moval or extermination. The Durdens did not leave, and in
time one member of their family was found dead from twenty
gunshot wounds. After this incident, there followed a pitched
battle on the courthouse square in Blountstown. The anti-
Durdens won and then proceeded to ride over the countryside
hunting down their enemy.3
Law and order completely broke down. Roaming gangs in the
next few weeks made life and property in Calhoun County un-
safe. The county judge and solicitor tried unsuccessfully to
negotiate a peace agreement before requesting aid from the
Fifth Florida Militia Regiment commander. One battalion of
150 militiamen scouted throughout the county for “a few days”
and successfully broke the outlaw bands. A group of Tallahassee
soldiers returned in November with twenty-seven prisoners and
the “new” Apalachicola Rifle Company “made a very respectable
* Mr. Bittle is a teacher at All Saints School, St. Thomas, Virgin Islands.
1. Susan Bradford Eppes, Through Some Eventual Years (Macon, 1926;
facsimile edition, Gainesville, 1968), 126.
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appearance” while guarding twenty-four “war” prisoners at
their hometown jail.4
Calhoun County’s apathy toward military preparation in the
closing months of 1860 was generally shared by the rest of the
state. Between late June and December, available Florida news-
papers carried only a few military notices, all of which con-
cerned regular enrolled militia musters in addition to accounts
of the Calhoun County “war.“5 St. Augustine experienced “a
large turnout” at its mid-November area brigade exercise. Ac-
cording to reports, “the citizen soldiery appeared well, perform-
ing . . . in a creditable manner,” and the local Independent
Blues were described as an “elegant and gallant corps.” In
December the St. Augustine Milton Guards and Independent
Blues offered their services to the city as “minute men” com-
panies. Also, at this time James Patton Anderson, a future Con-
federate general, was serving  as captain of the Jefferson Rifles.6
Apparently a segment of the Florida population was becom-
ing more military-minded. In the closing weeks of 1860 many
local companies, which in most cases had no legal basis, came
into existence. Most of these units were poorly armed at best;
and it is likely that they had more effect on the development of
a militant political attitude than they did on the organization
of an effective militia. Most Floridians remained more interested
in their homes and farms than in military affairs.7 In his mes-
sage to the legislature, November 27, 1860, Governor Madison
Starke Perry requested a $100,000 military fund and a new
militia law. The money was appropriated, but no law was en-
acted. With the funds, the governor made a trip to South
Carolina in order to buy arms and to confer with secessionist
leaders.8 However, by the end of the year, Florida was no more
ready for war than were most other states, both North and
4. Ibid., November 3, 10, 1860.
5. Ibid., June 23, 1860 to January 13, 1861, passim; St. Augustine Examiner,
October 29, 1859 to November 17, 1860, passim.
6. Ibid., November 17, 1860; J. J. Dickison, “Military History of Florida,”
in Clement A. Evans, ed., Confederate Military History: A Library of
Confederate States History, 12 vols. (Atlanta, 1899), XI, 195-96.
7. William W. Davis, The Civil War and Reconstruction in Florida (New
York, 1913; facsimile edition, Gainesville, 1964), 45, 53, 88.
8. John E. Johns, Florida During the Civil War (Gainesville, 1963), 12.
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South. The various state militias generally were in an unorgan-
ized condition.9
Florida’s white population felt so strongly about slavery and
the other sectional issues of the day that on January 10, 1861,
she became the third of eleven southern states to leave the
union.10 The Civil War was to be different from any other
struggle in which the Florida militia had been involved; state
soldiers would now be forced to leave their home soil and to
fight for a central government. Only skirmishes and a few battles
of minor importance were fought in Florida during the Civil
War.
It is impossible to assume that the events of early 1861 would
suddenly transform paper militia organizations into living mili-
tary machines. Governor John Milton delivered a special war
problems message to his legislature in November 1861, which
confirmed the view that all had not gone smoothly in the state’s
military planning. Milton stated that Florida’s militia organiza-
tion was imperfect because laws governing that body were
“inconsistent . . . with any known system based upon the science
of war.” He faced the “humiliating fact” that there was not a
completely equipped company in the state force. The governor
blamed this deplorable condition on the manner in which
Confederate service volunteer companies and regiments had been
raised. There was virtually no company area in the state which
had the minimum number of men required by law to meet its
quota.11
Companies and regiments seeking active duty in 1861 “had
destroyed the organized militia, and in their turn, they have
been broken up by the formation of volunteer” Confederate
army organizations. The governor criticized the Confederate
recruiters who had come into Florida, ignoring state military
officials. He considered this an illegal intrusion into Florida’s
internal affairs. The confusion did not result in an increased
number of fighting men; it more than doubled the officer corps
size so that in many cases men holding field grades, major and
above, did not command enough troops to warrant their rank.
9. William A. Ganoe, The History of the United States Army (New York,
1924), 247.
10. Dickison, “Military History of Florida,” 10.
11. “Governor’s Message,” in Florida Senate Journal (1861), 77-78.
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When Milton delivered his message, there were only four
volunteer militia companies on active state duty, and the gover-
nor acknowledged he could not explain what had happened to
two cavalry regiments and ten infantry companies that earlier
had been mustered into Florida service. The four companies on
active state duty were not properly equipped, and there were
no means to provide them with what they needed. Milton
indicated if weapons became available he would first arm
Florida soldiers on coast defense duty.12 The governor noted
that a Confederate requisition for 1,000 infantrymen made on
June 30, five months before, still had not been met. Yet, while
these troops could not be mustered, many units of so-called
cavalry waited around without being able to equip themselves.13
Despite his acknowledgment that Florida cavalrymen could not
be armed, Milton argued that the state needed ten more inde-
pendent cavalry companies .14 It is not surprising that the gover-
nor’s message presented a confused military affairs picture. The
state was in a turmoil. Augustus Henry Mathers, Florida Fourth
Confederate Regiment, received a letter in December from his
wife in Micanopy. She wrote that everything was in a state of
great disorder. Civil authority had broken down to the point
that it was not safe to send her husband anything by stage-
coach.15
The first months in 1861 brought Florida’s military problems
to a crux. Governor Milton opposed Confederate interference
with his soldier procurement process. Nevertheless, this seemed
to be the only relatively efficient way to field a unified southern
states army. Milton admitted that he did not know where to
find the equivalent of three lost state regiments. In conditions
such as these, the probability is that there was no effective state
central military authority.
After leaving the Union, the Florida secession convention
demonstrated what appeared to be a rather naive attitude to-
ward military affairs. While Joseph Finegan, the defense com-
mittee chairman and a future Confederate brigadier, predicted
12. Ibid., 77-78, 80.
13. Ibid., 79-82.
14. Ibid., 79-82.
15. Franklin A. Doty, ed., “The Civil War Letters of Augustus Henry
Mathers, Assistant Surgeon, Fourth Florida Regiment, C.S.A.,” Florida
Historical Quarterly, XXXVI (October 1957), 107.
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on January 14, 1861, that there was virtually no chance of a
federal attack against any Florida seaport, he did recommend
that artillery batteries be placed at major ports as a preventive
measure.16 On the same day the defense committee recommended
that the state legislature, not the convention, be responsible for
militia laws. This was confirmed by ordinance fifteen. Previous
to this declaration, the convention, by ordinance twelve, had
allowed legislative appointment of necessary state general officers,
and then ordinance thirteen had specifically requested that
William H. Chase of Pensacola be made a major general. In
addition Governor Perry was ordered to extend Florida’s juris-
diction over “all forts, arsenals, docks, yards” and other federal
property within the state. Not until April 22, 1861, did the
convention authorize Perry to defend critical seacoast points,
and then it was recognized that state forces would be used only
until the Confederate government replaced them.17
On February 14, 1861, the state legislature enacted a new
militia law. General duty liability was not changed, how-
ever, there were major officer class revisions. These grades were
now ranked according to the numbers of men commanded, and
the governor could create a seven-member active service rule-
making board. The state adjutant general, a captain, was to
serve a two-year tour. In addition to his other administrative
duties, this official was to keep enrollment lists of units which
agreed to muster within five days notice for up to six months
active state duty. A special election was to be held in order that
this new volunteer class might elect company and regimental
officers. Old law volunteer organizations had the option of join-
ing this state army branch as a unit. Administratively, a state
ordnance department was to be established.18
Volunteer companies not on active state duty were allowed
to write their own codes which could be used besides the basic
legal requisites. Provisions were made for the formation of
independent artillery and cavalry companies. All militia com-
panies not on active state duty could be made to muster four
times a year, but did not have to meet at all unless ordered to
16. Journal of the Proceedings of the Convention of the People of Florida,
Begun and Held at the Capital in the City of Tallahassee on Thursday,
January 3, A.D. 1861 (Tallahassee, 1861), 51-52.
17. Ibid., 42, 51-52, 63, 103-05.
18. Florida Session Laws, 1860, 16-17, 19-21.
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do so by a higher command level. Interestingly, militia disciplin-
ary matters were handled under 1845 standards rather than
those of the 1859 law.19 This may have been done because under
the 1859 act, civil courts collected fines and in wartime it was
presumably thought desirable to retain discipline within the
military framework.20
Secession convention military authority was once again used
in April 1861, seemingly as a reaction to the February legislative
effort. The governor was authorized to activate as many state
units as necessary, and these troops were to serve under current
Confederate army rules.21 Then, the governor-appointed board
of state officers decided that the 1857 United States army rules
would be Florida’s standard and that an organized volunteer
cavalry company could not be called on to furnish infantry
troops. 22 Governor Milton later demonstrated his dissatisfaction
with the numerous inadequately armed cavalry units that came
into existence and could not be used as infantry.
Mrs. Susan Bradford Eppes left an account of how two volun-
teer companies were formed in the Tallahassee area during the
spring of 1861. On March 17 her brother-in-law, Junius Taylor,
informed his family that he was helping raise a unit called
Dixie Yeomen. One month later at a picnic, local ladies pre-
sented the new group with a flag. After dinner the affair con-
cluded with boat rides and target practice. Mrs. Eppes rightly
sensed that “this does not seem like war.” The Dixie Yeomen
were apparently held in stand-by status under the February state
law until September 15, 1861, when they were sent to Palatka
where they were “drilled.” During March 1862, the company
was incorporated into the Fifth Florida Confederate Regiment.23
The Howell Guards, another Tallahassee area unit, requested
active state duty in March 1861, but not until the end of July
were they in camp “drilling every day.” The company left Talla-
hassee by train August 12 amid a crowd of “mothers, wives,
sisters, sweethearts, friends . . . all there . . . women with
19. Ibid., 19, 22, 24, 62.
20. Florida Session Laws, 1859, Adjourned Session, 9-11; Florida Session
Laws, 1845, 90-103.
21. Secession Convention Journal, Called Session, 61-62.
22. Tampa Florida Peninsula, May 11, 1861.
23. Eppes, Through Some Eventual Years, 151, 158-59.
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bright smiling faces which changed to tears as soon as the train
was out of sight.“24
A March 6, 1861, Confederate draft law signaled the begin-
ning of the end for state militia systems as a major southern war
force. This was quickly followed on March 9 by a call for 500
Florida men to serve the central government’s needs at Pensa-
cola.25 Badly needed direction had been given to the state’s
soldier procurement. The governor was bound by his legislature,
secession convention ordinances, and the board of officers created
under the April 1861 militia law. There would seem to be some
question as to who was running Florida militia affairs.
State control was further diminished on June 30, 1861, when
Confederate military districts were placed within the state. Each
area’s commanding officer was empowered to requisition troops
from the governor.26 Milton opposed this Confederate authority
expansion; he feared central government officers might be able
to override state authority and destroy “the last vestige of human
liberty.“27 The governor believed that Floridians wanted him
personally in charge of their state’s defense, and he called for a
clear distinction between militia and Confederate troops.28 Mil-
ton did not seem able to grasp the importance of unifying the
southern army.
Governor Milton after he assumed office in October 1861,
faced many military problems not of his own making. He com-
plained that former Governor Perry had intervened in militia
affairs to insure that Edward Hopkins would be elected Fourth
Regiment colonel. The governor felt that Hopkins was unfit for
the post and that his opponent, D. P. Holland, was the only
man that Hopkins could defeat in the regimental election.29 Hop-
kins had been Milton’s political rival in the last governor’s race.30
24. Ibid., 150, 157-58.
25. Davis, Civil War and Reconstruction in Florida, 90-91.
26. Ibid., 95-96.
27. John Milton to Jefferson Davis, December 9, 1861, Index to “Governor
John Milton Letterbook, 1861-1863,” 58-60, Florida Historical Society
Library, University of South Florida, Tampa; microfilm copy, P. K.
Yonge Library of Florida History, University of Florida, Gainesville.
28. Milton to Davis, November 10, 1861, ibid., 58-60.
29. Milton to Davis, October 29, 1861, John Milton Letters, mss, box 27,
P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History.
30. Joseph D. Cushman, Jr., “The Blockade and Fall of Apalachicola,
1861-1862,” Florida Historical Quarterly, XLI (July 1962), 41.
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Milton was likely pleased that Hopkins lost his position during
the Fourth Florida’s 1862 reorganization.31 Governor Perry again
antagonized Milton in connection with the Fifth Regiment’s
organization. This unit came into being more slowly than ex-
pected because Perry had illegally appointed Holland lieutenant
colonel of five artillery companies which should have been part
of the new regiment.32
Another of Governor Milton’s problems was the excessive
number of cavalry companies formed. For Florida’s defense, the
governor felt that cavalrymen were “perhaps less efficient” than
any other type troops, and he refused recognition to ten such
prospective volunteer companies during the first half of October
1861. Milton advocated that small Confederate cavalry groups
located at key points serve as defense cadres. This force was to
be supported by a large number of militia infantrymen and light
artillerymen who would pursue their normal occupations and
yet be ready to respond when needed.33 The same technique had
already proved unsuccessful during the Third Seminole War of
the 1850s.34
On December 9, 1861, the governor declared that too many
Florida men had been mustered into the Confederate cavalry
service. Most of these soldiers did not have proper horses or
arms and were merely sitting in camps eating food needed
elsewhere.35 At this time W. G. M. Davis was raising an
officially recognized Confederate cavalry regiment which Milton
believed hindered needed infantry recruiting efforts. The gover-
nor now felt that no Florida defense cavalry units were needed.
Judah P. Benjamin, Confederate secretary of war, settled the
issue by allowing Davis to raise his regiment, but the secretary
ordered that no more troops of this type were to be accepted
from Florida.36 In a sense, Milton had won his point, and yet,
he really had not.
31. Board of State Institutions, Soldiers of Florida in the Seminole Indian,
Civil and Spanish-American Wars (Tallahassee, 1903), 118.
32. Milton to Stephen R. Mallory, October 2, 1861, Stephen R. Mallory
Letters, mss. box 27, P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History.
33. Milton to Davis, October 18, 1861, ibid.
34. “Governor’s Message,” Florida House Journal (1856), 15-17; J. Broome
to Jesse Carter, March 18, July 29, 1856, ibid., appendix, Correspondence
Relating to Indian Affairs, 44-45, 58-59.
35. Milton to Davis, December 9, 1861, Milton Letterbook, 86-90.
36. Ibid., Milton to Davis, October 18, 1861, ibid., 12-16; J. P. Benjamin
44
Florida Historical Quarterly, Vol. 51 [1972], No. 2, Art. 1
https://stars.library.ucf.edu/fhq/vol51/iss2/1
FLORIDA PREPARES FOR WAR, 1860-1861 151
Artillery units presented still another serious case. By the
end of 1861 there were very few ordnance pieces available. The
Confederate government did accept self-equipped artillery com-
panies.37 Milton pointed out that howitzers provided for Talla-
hassee defense lacked necessary equipment and that empty shells
comprised the only available ammunition. He also noted that
two thirty-two pounders at St. Marks Lighthouse had only
eight rounds between them.38 On the St. Johns River during
1861, a lack of Confederate artillery enabled the federals to
move freely.39
In early November 1861, the state’s major defense burden
rested with the Third and Fourth Confederate Florida Infantry
Regiments. Four other companies of state troops were at Fernan-
dina and nine were at Apalachicola.40 Pensacola was defended
by a Confederate force. Third and Fourth Regiment men did
not fare well merely because they were in the Confederate Army.
Captain Charles A. Gee, Fourth Regiment, reported that “my
men are really suffering because they have not been paid.” In
addition, most of his men lacked adequate clothing.41 On
December 17, the Florida quartermaster general was ordered
to pay all troop expenses except salaries incurred during active
state service.42 Not every man was willing to accept the in-
conveniences of a soldier’s life. Positions such as railroad con-
ductor, which exempted the holder from military duty, sold for
high prices even in 1861. As one contemporary noted, “the towns
are filled with idlers . . . who will prate by the hour of
patriotism . . . and of the cowardly Yankees.“43
By January 1862, Florida could not “furnish ‘armed and
equipped’ even the Infantry, Artillery, and Coast Guards neces-
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problem, short of complete defeat. Without proper arms these
soldiers were almost totally useless for Florida’s defense, yet
they had to be maintained. When the crisis came with Federal
invasions of both the east and gulf coasts of Florida there was
little resistance that could be offered.
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FLORIDA’S IMAGE IN JUVENILE FICTION,
1909-1914
by PETER  A. SODERBERGH*
I n the years between Appomattox and Sarajevo many youngreaders took their leisure pleasures from the pages of hard-
backed novelettes. More respectable, to parents at least, than the
“dime novel,” the novellas exploded with the heady escapades
of fictional boys and girls whose mental and physical reserves
were unlimited. Descended from earlier models created by
Martha Finley and William T. Adams— and rooted in the “suc-
cess” ethos popularized by Horatio Alger, Jr.— the series pub-
lished after 1898 outdid their prototypes in every aspect but
quality.
Upon the death of Adams (“Oliver Optic”) and Alger, a
different breed of author took command of the juvenile book
field. Born in the 1860s, these men worked quickly (one volume
per month, at times), flooded the market with thrilling and in-
tricate tales of adolescent endeavor, and reaped unprecedented
monetary returns. By 1910 young Americans were awash in a
frothy tide of “inspired bilge,” to quote one observer of the
era.1 They were eagerly devouring these repetitive, temporal
books in which their literary counterparts performed herculean
feats chapter after chapter. If sales are any index, the readers
enjoyed the vicarious experiences immensely.2
The prolific Gilbert Patten supplied them with the Frank
* Mr. Soderbergh is professor of education at the University of Pittsburgh.
1. The opinion is Rychard Fink’s, expressed in his introduction to Horatio
Alger, Jr., Ragged Dick and Mark, the Match Boy (New York, 1966), 6.
For a readable overview of the period in which Alger rose to prominence
see John Tebbel, Rags To Riches: Horatio Alger, Jr, and the American
Dream (New York, 1963); more scholarly analysis is Ralph D. Gardner,
Horatio Alger, or, The American Hero Era (Mendota, 1964).
2. Estimates vary, but it appears that Alger’s books sold 250,000,000 copies
between 1868 and 1920. As is indicated below, this achievement was
surpassed by his legateés. The Alger sales are noted in Quentin Reynolds,
The Fiction Factory (New York, 1955), 83.
[153]
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Merriwell sequence, which ran to 208 titles eventually.3 Frank
G. Patchin turned out the Pony Rider Boys, Circus Boys, and
Grace Harlow Overseas series, among others. To the literary
downpour Harrie I. Hancock contributed Grammar School Boys,
Young Engineers, Dave Darrin, and Boys of the Army. The
anonymous but undisputed king of the juvenile book industry,
Edward Stratemeyer, and his stable of hired writers, produced
over 700 titles, including the familiar Tom Swift, Bobbsey Twins,
and Rover Boys sets.4
Today, these dated and simplistic books are decaying in the
twilight zone of flea markets, musty attics, and “antique” shops.5
But in their halcyon days they provided excitement to genera-
tions of youths not yet transfixed by mass media. Through
these books a boy or girl could make a 200-page trip to any-
where. No corner of the globe was safe from the fictional zealots
of the many series. One could gape at the Rockies with the
Saddle Boys, traverse the earth with Dave Dashaway, attend a
World Series on the strong arm of Baseball Joe, explore Africa
with the Motion Picture Comrades, or watch the Girls of Central
High win a track meet. The fare was reasonable, averaging
sixty-five cents a volume, and the transportation was usually
furnished by Edward Stratemeyer and Company.6
3. Patten is the only major writer of his genre who left us a personal
record of his life. It offers valuable insights into the years of these
books’ greatest popularity, 1896-1930. As “Burt L. Standish,” Patten de-
voted 20,000,000 words to the Frank Merriwell theme, and by the 1960s
at least 500,000,000 books in that series had been printed. See Gilbert
Patten, Frank Merriwell’s “Father” (Norman, 1964), xiii, and John L.
Cutler, “Gilbert Patten and his Frank Merriwell Saga,” Maine Bulletin,
XXXVI (May 1934).
4. The Rover Boys (1899), Bobbsey Twins (1904), and Tom Swift (1910)
series alone are said to have sold 70,000,000 volumes collectively. Com-
mencing in 1904, Edward Stratemeyer founded and closely supervised a
syndicate of “swift writers,” numbering as many as fifty, to turn out
books in the various series, e.g., Bunny Brown, Ruth Fielding, Radio Boys,
Motorcycle Chums, etc. It was not widely known that Stratemeyer was
the guiding force behind this massive output, or that it had made him a
millionaire. See Arthur Prager, “Edward Stratemeyer and His Book
Machine,” Saturday Review (July 20, 1971), 15-17, 52-53; Arthur Prager,
Rascals at Large (New York, 1971).
5. There are, no doubt, private and institutional collections of these series,
but locating and purchasing copies for personal use can be a difficult
proposition. It took this writer a year to collect the six volumes examined
in this paper and the twenty-eight companion works to the six for the
purpose of perspective. Depending on condition and the author’s stature,
the cost of such books ranges from fifty cents to $10.00 a piece.
6. Stratemeyer’s group employed over sixty pseudonyms in the process of
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It was inevitable that the authors would discover Florida.
Alert to the need for fresh story-base locales, they found a
bonanza in the “southernmost state.” Florida had everything:
flowers for the ladies, reptiles for the squeamish, havens for
fugitives, hurricanes, curative powers, mysterious tributaries,
and Seminoles (“Me Indian. My name Ottiby. Me Chief! Ugh!“)
What more could one ask? Information about the state was
transmitted via these books to millions of youngsters who had
never been and never expected to go to Florida. What portrait
of Florida was painted by the authors? What attitudes were
communicated through the words and deeds of the protagonists?
How might one interpret the significance of this particular
cycle of stories? The answers lie among the brittle pages of a
representative sampling from one five-year period, 1909-1914.7
The leading characters in the Florida plots were, to say the
least, a privileged and homogeneous group. For example, since
the authors were quartered in the East their dramatis personnae
tended to be Northerners, somewhat inflexible in their views.8
The Motor-Boat Club organized in Maine; The Outdoor Girls
creating the multi-volumed series. A partial list of the better-known
names would include: “Captain Ralph Bonehill,” “Arthur Winfield,”
“Frank V. Webster,” “Lester Chadwick,” “Lieutenant Howard Payson,”
“Roy Rockwood,” “Victor Appleton,” “Helen Thorndike,” “Clarence
Young,” “Carolyn Keene,” “Franklin W. Dixon,” and “Laura Lee Hope.”
It is reasonable to assume that several generations of young Americans
were devoted to “favorite authors” who did not exist. A comprehensive
survey of this literary movement up to 1934 is in “For Indeed It Was
He,” Fortune (April 1934), 86-89, 194, 204, 206, 208-09.
7. The books which form the basis of this article are: H. Irving Hancock,
The Motor-Boat Club In Florida, or, Laying the Ghost of Alligator
Swamp (Philadelphia, 1909); Clarence Young, The Motor Boys in Strange
Waters, or, Lost in a Floating Forest (New York, 1909); Archibald
Fletcher, Boy Scouts in the Everglades, or, The Island in Lost Channel
(Chicago, 1913); Laura Lee Hope, The Outdoor Girls in Florida, or,
Wintering in the Sunny South (New York, 1913); Laura Dent Crane,
The Automobile Girls in Palm Beach, or, Proving Their Mettle Under
Southern Skies (Philadelphia, 1913); Laura Lee Hope, The Moving
Picture Girls Under the Palms, or, Lost in the Wilds of Florida (Cleve-
land, 1914). “Laura Dent Crane” was used as a pen-name by Frank G.
Patchin.
8. Gilbert Patten was from Maine; Frank Patchin spent most of his life
in upstate New York; Harrie Hancock was born and educated in the
Boston area; and Edward Stratemeyer made his home in northern New
Jersey near Elizabeth, the city of his birth. Their predecessors were
easterners as well: Alger and Adams (Massachusetts), Martha Finley
(Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Maryland), James Kaler (Maine), Charles Fos-
dick (New York), Edward Ellis (Ohio and New Jersey), and Warren Lee
Goss (New Jersey). Kaler and Fosdick were known to their readers as
“James Otis” and “Harry Castlemon” respectively. A popular writer,
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and The Motion Picture Girls lived in New York; The Motor
Boys came from a Boston suburb; and The Boy Scouts joined
the Beaver Patrol in Chicago. Three of The Automobile Girls
resided in western Massachusetts, and the fourth in Illinois.
There was no hope that a trip to the land of Spanish moss
and orange blossoms would convert these faithful Yankees. As
“Mollie” of The Outdoor Girls put it: “Of course it’s lovely
[in Florida] . . . but we are Northern girls, and one winter
in the South can’t change us.”
Provincialism was but one element that they had in common.
They were also very secure financially. In volume two of their
series The Motor Boys (“Bob,” “Jerry,” and “Ned”) discovered
a gold mine in Nevada and coasted handsomely on the proceeds
through the next seven volumes. The Outdoor Girls were from
well-to-do families who “made no display of their means.” That
“quartette of adventuresome damsels,” The Automobile Girls,
were high society debutantes. Not yet sixteen, the four Boy
Scouts were sponsored by a bank president and were in line for
$10,000 in bonuses. “Ruth” and “Alice,” The Motion Picture
Girls, were paid well by the “Comet Film Corporation.” In
short, wealth appeared to be a prerequisite for a jaunt to Florida.
The only people of little or no income the reader encountered
were Floridians, upon whom the gifted “chums” lavished patron-
izing remarks: “Do you suppose people ever really work here?”
The characters shared a mobility the average boy and girl
must have envied. Without fear of demotion or loss of credit
they absented themselves from their high schools for long
periods. Naturally, they were “sufficiently advanced” to do so
unpenalized. Thus liberated they tripped the light fantastic
from South Pole to North, normally unchaperoned, and left in
their wakes testimonials to youthful bravery and resourcefulness.
To the ageless rascals of the books, restrictions of time and space
did not exist and no problem was insoluble. Where adults
failed, progenies shone. The Motor Boys solved robberies, res-
cued kidnapped tots, and stifled a dastardly scheme “to change
the signals in a lighthouse.” The spunky Automobile Girls
captured a jewel thief and unearthed a buried treasure. A Wall
Percy K. Fitzhugh, creator of Tom Slade and Peewee Harris, and
prime competitor to Stratemeyer, was raised in New York and made his
later home in New Jersey. There were very few exceptions to this
regional pattern until the 1920s.
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Street conspiracy was exposed by The Motor-Boat Club. “Ruth”
and “Alice” helped studio personnel survive a killer snowstorm
that dwarfed the blizzard of ‘88. The four Outdoor Girls settled
property disputes, recovered “valuable papers,” and dispersed
spooks. It was all quite routine, and carried off with the in-
souciance of a mature genius.
All this transpired before they went South. How could Florida
possibly measure up? What challenges could these veterans of
social combat find there? Did evil lurk somewhere below the
thirty-first parallel? The authors clearly decided that the Ever-
glades was the only inscrutable location in an otherwise un-
complicated state. The Everglades was perfectly suited to elastic
imaginations. According to the books, quicksand puckered
around your ankles and giant saw-grass lacerated your downy
cheeks without provocation. Hungry saurians patrolled the
waters in search of human delicacies. Manatees towed boats up
blindstreams and abandoned the occupants to angry mosquitoes:
“The little pests are after me with a vengeance!” Lethal snakes
slithered and swam noiselessly nearby, and Ficus aurea sought
your throat. In addition, the Everglades was an Elysian field
for outlaws, untrustworthy Indians, and “ugly Negroes”: “Yo’uns
had better make tracks away from heah!” Author Harrie Han-
cock was of the opinion that the Everglades was one place
where “watchfulness must be constantly exercised.“9
Did this deter the young heroes and heroines? Not at all.
Uncowed, they were impatient to start. “Hurrah for the Ever-
glades!” yelled one lad. “Florida it is! . . . Couldn’t be better. I
was always fond of oranges and cocoanuts,” another said. “It
sounds— enticing,” conservative “Grace” murmered to her out-
door pals. “Hurrah for Florida!” a movie actor exclaimed.
9. To the writers the term “Everglades” was synonymous with “swamps,”
wherever they were located. Certainly they knew that the Everglades
proper lay to the south of Lake Okeechobee, and there was sufficient
data available, even in New York City, to belie contentions that the
Everglades were as horrible and fatal as depicted. This is but one
instance in which, for the sake of dramatic impact, the truth was bent
to meet the needs of the plot. As one observer who confronted the
Everglades noted: “Everyone has heard of the Everglades; but I think
the general impression of what constitutes the Everglades is absolutely
erroneous.” The word “swamp,” he perhaps overstated, had “no appli-
cation whatever” to that region. See Hugh L. Willougby, Across the
Everglades (Philadelphia, 1898), 14.
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“There’s where I’ve always wanted to go.” The Automobile Girls
were anxious to sample any delight “that sunny Florida might
yield them.”
Enthusiasm was not enough, however. Some literary justifica-
tion was needed, so the authors devised crucial reasons why
trips to the Everglades were necessary. “Grace” of The Outdoor
Girls had to go because her brother was a prisoner in a turpen-
tine camp. If they ever wished to see their bonuses The Boy
Scouts had to find a missing heir who was in the clutches of
“two roughly-dressed, heavily-bearded men.” An “ultra-fashion-
able” embezzler drew The Motor Boat Club into the swamps.
The Motion Picture Girls’ company was going on location in
the area. The Motor Boys’ original motives were to help Profes-
sor “Urich Snodgrass” snare a rare butterfly for a museum and
take a vacation, but affairs took a turn for the worse once they
got to Titusville.
It was convenient, too, that sojourns to Florida might serve
secondary, humanitarian purposes. The authors wrote about the
state’s magic effect on the infirm.10 The Motion Picture Girls’
father, “Hosmer DeVere,” was a former stage personality whose
vibrant voice was deteriorating. His daughters had hopes “that
the warm air of Florida may improve, and even cure” his
throat condition. Miss “Amy” of The Outdoor Girls had a sick
“Aunty” who was frail and worn due to a “deep-seated malady
present in her system.” Everyone knew that a “trip to Florida
might work wonders,” if they could get her there before she
passed over. The Automobile Girls aunt “Sallie,” in Palm Beach
10. Shortly after the Civil War writers began to extol the virtues of Florida
as a haven for the seriously ill. Ledyard Bill, A Winter in Florida (New
York, 1869), included a section (173-187) of “Hints to the Tourist,
Invalid, and Sportsmen.” A chapter (XIV, 210-17) “For Consumptives”
was in Sidney Lanier’s wry presentation, Florida: Its Scenery, Climate,
and History (Philadelphia, 1875). By the 1880s the state’s reputation
had grown considerably. James A. Henshall, M.D., Camping and Cruising
in Florida (Cincinnati, 1884), 232, took some “chronic patients” on a
Florida tour and was able to recommend the area to those afflicted with
“pulmonary consumption, chronic bronchitis, dyspepsia, neuralgia,
nervous exhaustion, etc.” It was not untoward for the authors of juvenile
books to mention this positive aspect of Florida’s character, nor did they
exaggerate its significance. A reference work they may have consulted
for historical and geographic information also remarked that invalids
would “find comfortable accommodations” in the winter season. See
Charles L. Norton, A Handbook of Florida (New York, 1890), part I,
“The Atlantic Coast,” XIV.
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just a few days, was already resuscitated. “I never felt so well in
my life as I do in this delightful place,” she announced.
Suitcases bulging, rationales memorized, and fully prepared
to tame the “wilds” of Florida, the boys and girls departed the
chilly North for the “land of sunshine and magnolias.” By
motorboat, locomotive, steamer, canoe, and shanks mare they
moved inexorably toward the interior. Typically, there was a
stopover at Jacksonville, and a polite nod to history at St.
Augustine: “This is really the most scrumptiously scrumptious
place I’ve ever been!” Thereafter, all minds focused on the
Everglades. Hearts began to palpitate. Early élan gave way to
sobering thoughts of murky waters, rapscallions, and ALLI-
GATORS (“Ugh! The horrid creatures!”). The time of testing
was at hand.
Bolstered with orangeade, the young adventurers plunged
into the recesses of central east Florida.11 The flora were im-
pressive, but the fauna were disquieting. Unlike the birds,
panthers, deer, and chamelons — who were merely frolicsome—
the alligator colony resented the foreign invasion and behaved
rudely in each volume. Cranky and incorrigible, the saurians
glowered at the intruders from every riverbank. They attacked
one of The Motor Boys: “It tried to eat me up!” They also
cornered The Outdoor Girls on a receding sandbar, encircled
The Motion Picture Girls’ barge, and molested a ladyfriend of
The Motor-Boat Club. This was a tactical error. For their
trouble, all alligators— guilty and innocent— were shot through
the eyes, clubbed with oars, rammed by boats, and stoned by
the outraged visitors. Still, annoyances had their silver linings.
Irrepressible “Mollie,” just off the sandbar, wondered: “What
11. The authors offered little specific information as to the sections of
Florida in which most of the story action occurred. Once the heroes
embarked for the Everglades, borderlines and distances became in-
distinct. The few clues given indicate that in five of the six volumes
the intrepid adolescents were roaming around in Brevard, Orange, and
Osceola counties. Of Florida’s forty-seven counties in 1910, only Lee
and Palm Beach had fewer residents per square mile than Brevard and
Osceola. Together, they contained but 10,224 persons. Orange County
came closer to the state average of people per square mile (13.7) but,
the heroes were operating in sparsely inhabited areas— which may
account for the noticeable absence of Floridians in the plots. There was
no hint that the state’s population had increased some 42.4 per cent
since 1900. See Thirteenth Census of the United States: 1910 (Washing-
ton, 1913), I, 105; II, 299, 302.
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would we do for valises and satchels if we had no alligators?“12
Having chastised the local animal life, the heroes grew serious.
Missions had to be accomplished, and the arduous tasks might
have to be undertaken without aid from the authorities. “Florida
police officers are not cowards. The men of Florida are brave,”
author Hancock assured his readership. But, he explained, they
were not fools either. They did not traipse nonchalantly into the
Everglades in pursuit of the “Who’s Who in criminal circles.”
The long arm of Florida was a bit short when it came to that.13
No such paltry excuse would suffice for the juvenile heroes, how-
ever. They crossed the perimeters into the unknown, while their
elders gawked in admiration.
The adversities they met in the Everglades were monumental.
The Motor Boys were drenched by a sudden hurricane, harrassed
by felons, and stricken with a high fever shortly after eating a
suspicious mango. Separated from their boat and victimized by
hostile laborers, The Outdoor Girls were stranded on an island
festooned with ghostly moss. “Tom” of motorboat fame was
captured and hog-tied by convicts. The Boy Scouts, armed with
revolvers, were disarmed and roughed up by sneering outlaws.
“Ruth” and “Alice,” their canoe purloined by a frisky dugong,
lost their bearings and roamed the swamps for thirty pages. The
12. Once the authors decided to portray the Everglades as a place of
mystery and terror, it was almost mandatory to choose at least one of
its natural residents as a nemesis. The lot fell to the usually apathetic
alligators, who were given demoniac and carniverous characteristics far
beyond their actual tendencies. The writers chose to ignore the testi-
mony of many who visited or lived in the state. One observer reported
that they were “not a pest, they are quite cowardly, and the largest of
them will actually run from a child of six years, unless actually
cornered.” George M. Barbour, Florida for Tourists, Invalids, and
Settlers (New York, 1882; facsimile edition, Gainesville, 1964), 290. See
also Charles T. Simpson, In Lower Florida Wilds (New York, 1920),
239-43. Simpson made his home in southern Florida in 1882.
13. It seems likely that fugitives from the law occasionally found their way
to the Everglades. Some may have escaped from the movable convict
camps located in the central east area in the early 1900s. There were
cases of individual eccentricity also, and one or two “gangs,” such as the
Ashleys in the area before World War I. But to contend that the Ever-
glades quadrant was overflowing with criminals who had made happy,
permanent homes in the “trackless jungle” is a fanciful distortion. If
Florida law enforcement agents refused to enter the Everglades it was
for reasons other than fear of a regiment of outlaws who awaited them.
W. S. Batchley, who was in Florida in 1911, noted the convict camps in
his In Days Agone (Indianapolis, 1932), 143. A survey of anti-social
elements in the area may be found in Marjory Stoneman Douglas, The
Everglades: River of Grass (New York, 1947), 295-332.
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greatest misfortune befell one “Noddy Nixon,” foil to The Motor
Boys. “Noddy” ate some “queer kind of red berries” and went
totally deaf.
Was this the end at last? Had gallant youth found its
Waterloo in Florida? Would their faithful readers never see
another volume in the series? No. In whirlwind finales reminis-
cent of the movie serial Perils of Pauline, the heroes rose to
new heights, effected mass escapes, and maintained their perfect
records. Escutcheons unblemished, they tabulated their achieve-
ments. Thanks to The Motor Boys Professor “Snodgrass” had
his blue Lepidoptera: “Oh, boys! . . . I’ve got them!” The Motor-
Boat Club retrieved the $50,000 stolen from their immediate
employer. “Albert Hoover,” the displaced scion, was restored to
his family by The Boy Scouts. “Grace” secured her brother’s
release from bondage as a turpentine slave. The Motion Picture
Girls’ misadventures had provided their cinematographer with
some splendid footage, which “caused a sensation when shown
in New York.” At Palm Beach The Automobile Girls proved
that the lovely “Countess Sophia von Stolberg” was not the
“notorious woman swindler” wanted by the Paris police.
And what about Florida? By the final chapter the novelty
had worn thin. Having penetrated and disinfected the Ever-
glades, the exhausted but exultant heroes’ ardor for the state
cooled rapidly. Florida might be a lovely spot, but warriors grow
restive in drydock. “Too much loveliness palls on one after a
bit,” Miss “Mollie” yawned. With the countess acquitted and
en route to Europe, The Automobile Girls felt that “sunny
Florida had lost all charm.” One of The Motor Boys concluded:
“Well, there’s nothing to keep us down South any longer, I
guess.” The Boy Scouts retired to an isle near the mouth of the
St. Johns River and fidgeted for a month. Gradually the vivid
memories of the Everglades faded. No one talked of returning
some other day. Exhilarated at the prospect of further con-
quests, the heroes chose their new destinations-in four cases,
the Far West—  and sped off into awaiting volumes.14 The great
Florida adventure was over.
14. From Florida The Automobile Girls went to Washington, D.C. to assist
the state department in frustrating foreign spies, and The Outdoor Girls
traveled to New England to “have great fun and solve a mystery while
on an outing.” The Motion Picture Girls went to Rocky Ranch to make
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This first Florida cycle in juvenile literature presents an
opportunity to make some brief observations and respond to
questions raised at the outset. For instance: In what form did
the state emerge from these works? If one took the material at
face value, as many Edwardian adolescents may have, Florida
was a strange place indeed. What a young reader gleaned about
the area may be illustrated in a composite paragraph drawn
from all the volumes under consideration. Had the gregarious
“chums” taken time to record their experiences in diaries, the
entry might resemble the following in today’s phraseology:
FLOR’I-DA (1909-1914): An unsurveyed, tropical region
inhabited by semi-educated, imperturbable Southerners with
funny accents who are protected by one platoon of drowsy
policemen. Everyone coexists peacefully with thousands of
armed criminals, until prodded into action by righteous
Northerners. The southern, central, and northwestern por-
tions of this state have not been colonized, and no industrial,
educational, or political institutions are in evidence. Florida,
is blessed with three cities, one “sleepy-looking” hamlet, one
major river, and two lakes. The larger lake, Okeechobee, may
be reached in ten minutes from anywhere. The state has no
capital city but, if demographic clusters and social life are
any indication, the capital will be in the swamps, due East of
Kissimmee. The typical unemployed Floridian’s diet consists
of oranges, cocoanuts, oranges, cornpone, oranges, fried
chicken, and oranges. The typical alligator’s diet consists of
careless Floridians. The state’s “first families” are Seminoles,
most of whom are named “Okee” and who scurry around in
the underbrush because they are shy. Florida has no visible
source of or need for state revenues. Its humble natives eke
out livings by serving as guides or informants for transient
millionaires who drop in to search for something priceless
they misplaced in the Everglades. Once the dynamic visitors
leave the state, Floridians become comatose. If the state has
a future it will be as (1) a zoo, or (2) a health spa, or (3) a
a movie called “East and West” (“Ho, for the West! . . . . All aboard!”).
California beckoned irresistably to The Motor-Bout Club and The Motor
Boys, and The Boy Scouts stopped off at the Grand Canyon. What
happened after they arrived may be assumed.
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national terminus for missing persons. Florida has not
changed in any way since it was admitted to the Union
recently.
Although it is unproductive to take low-grade fiction too
seriously, it is fair to say that Florida was done an injustice
by the purveyors of juvenile stories.15 Descriptive information
was selected for its dramatic potential. Many features of the
state’s character were distorted or oversimplified. Geographic
license was fully operative. No serious attempt was made to
enlighten as well as entertain. Obviously, the use of Florida
as a thematic device was an excuse to continue a lucrative
literary formula.
In a kind mood one might ask: How could it have been
otherwise? The authors were good businessmen. They took the
public’s pulse, diagnosed a special interest correctly, and issued
the right prescription, over and over again. Many of them had
newspaper experience— and the journalist’s knack for snappy
dialogue, organized presentation, pace, and dramatic events
which might intrigue young citizens.16 They were immersed
in a trade that placed heavy premiums on speed, continuity,
15. Just before World War I, the first serious attack on these juvenile books
was mounted by Franklin K. Mathiews, an “advocate of better reading
for boys” (there was no concern expressed about girls), who was ap-
pointed chief scout librarian, Boy Scouts of America, in 1912. He im-
mediately began a campaign against “mile-a-minute” fiction, labelling
it “cheap,” “pernicious,” and “sensational,” and making no secret of
his disdain for the likes of Edward Stratemeyer. Mathiews was certain
that boys would be “handicapped” and “terribly crippled” by the
“trashy” pap the authors dispensed. Sounding very much like vice-hunter
Anthony Comstock. Mathiews called for the banning of the books from
public libraries and newstores, close supervision of reading matter by
adults, and the publication of alternate choices in literature. Only
partially successful in stimulating a flurry of book bans, Mathiews
sponsored a series of his own books with B.S.A. approval. He made no
visible inroads into the “cheap books” domination of juvenile tastes
and, by 1934, he was “no longer rabid” to exorcise them from the
market. He even acknowledged that they might “engender the reading
habit.” Generally over-reactions to low-level literature have been
counter-productive. See Franklin K. Mathiews, “Blowing Out the Boy’s
Brains,” Outlook, CVIII (November 18, 1914), 652-54; “For Indeed It
Was He,” 208-09.
16. Frank Patchin held positions as reporter and city editor for papers in
New York, Rochester, and Washington. Gilbert Patten wrote for Maine
news weeklies in the 1880s. Harrie Hancock worked for the Boston Globe
and the New York Journal. Many of Stratemeyer’s anonymous employees
were newspapermen who worked in his syndicate as their regular jobs
permitted. See Prager, “Edward Stratemeyer and His Book Machine,” 52.
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and momentum. Eyes always on the target— Americans between
twelve and eighteen— the authors showered it with adjectives,
exclamation points, heroic platitudes, and climaxes in a frenzy
of action that substituted nicely for real thought. So much was
happening, who would notice that no ideas passed by?
The producing agencies, such as the Stratemeyer syndicate,
were dedicated to completing one title in an ongoing series
every sixty days. This precluded the possibility of extensive
research. Hearsay, rumors, myths, cliches, almanacs, and road-
maps become the ready references in which the hasty writer
seeks his evidence. His solace lies in verisimilitude, his reality
in caricature. With the exception of Harrie Hancock, who had
direct contact with Florida in 1898, few of the authors of this
cycle revealed much more than a superficial acquaintance with
the area.17 Even if they knew a great deal, the necessity to
devise thrills in geometric progression smothered any display
of deeper understanding. The cash nexus and literary account-
ability may not be mutually exclusive, but they are often
strangers.
It would be a retroactive insult to our forbears’s intelligence
to suggest that they were hoodwinked by these books. There is
no reason to believe that they suffered psychic damage or that
their prejudices were directly attributable to the inferior ma-
17. By early May 1898, Tampa had become the “focus for invasion activity”
in the war with Spain. Over 125 newsmen gathered in the city and made
the Tampa Bay Hotel their hearquarters. With Clara Barton, Teddy
Roosevelt, Frederic Remington, Richard Harding Davis, and other
notables, the impatient correspondents waited for the crossing to Cuba.
Not until June 10 did the troops depart Tampa, although some journal-
ists managed to make the trip surreptitiously beforehand. Hancock, then
representing Golden Hours magazine, spent a month with the army in
Cuba, returning on the transport Seneca in July. In The Motor-Boat
Club in Florida Hancock rendered descriptions of Tampa and the social
functions at the hotel which could only have been done by one who had
been there and observed keenly (204-26). Unfortunately the other
sections are quite mundane, in the spirit of the “potboilers” of the
time. In his other series (Boys of the Army, High School Boys, Annapo-
lis, West Point, et. al.) Hancock made no better use of his talent and
experiences. On the Spanish War interlude see Charles H. Brown, The
Correspondents’ War (New York, 1967), 202-34, “Piazza Pieces at Tampa.”
Although his book The Automobile Girls at Palm Beach does not dis-
play it, author Frank Patchin probably knew Florida fairly well. He
“traveled extensively, visiting every part of the world except South
America” and was a resident of Jacksonville when he died in March
1925. National Cyclopedia of American Biography (New York, 1932),
XXII, 365.
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terial the corporate writers offered them. Popular fiction is
only one and perhaps a minor component of the public con-
sciousness. And what about Florida? It transcended the cursory
treatment it received splendidly. Hurricanes, poverty, outlaws,
and Messianic adolescents notwithstanding, the state prospered.
Its population in 1900 (528,542) more than doubled by 1930.18
One recalls that, in a weak moment, “Ruth” of The Motion
Picture Girls cried out: “I think the Garden of Paradise must
have been in Florida!” Perhaps some young readers of that era
stopped reading right there, on page sixty-seven, and vowed
to go South someday.
18. In 1930 the population was 1,468,211. See Fifteenth Census of the United
States: 1930 (Washington, 1932), 395.
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THE FLORENCIA INVESTIGATION OF
SPANISH TIMUCUA
By FRED . LAMAR  PEARSON , JR.*
I n 1565 Pedro Menéndez de Avilés founded St. Augustineon the Florida peninsula. Spanish activity pushed Spain’s
northern frontier up as far as Chesapeake Bay, but effective
control extended only to Port Royal, South Carolina. Menén-
dez, and subsequent Florida governors, established missions and
presidios along the Atlantic seacoast and in the interior areas
to give added protection to Florida.
The military settlement at St. Augustine sought to affirm
powerfully Spain’s dominion over Florida and also to protect
the strategic Bahama Channel, to provide a haven for ships
when inclement weather threatened, and to co-ordinate mission
and presidio activity. Province outposts, in turn, gave advanced
warning of enemy activity and furnished food and troops in
the event of an invasion. On numerous occasions fathers and
their Indian neophytes fled from the provinces to secure pro-
tection at St. Augustine.
The principal provinces upon which Florida depended for
defensive purposes were Guale, Apalachee, and Timucua. Guale
outposts defended the seacoast up to Santa Elena, South Caro-
lina; Apalachee province protected against attack from the
Gulf and western Georgia, and Timucua, which extended
from St. Augustine west to mission San Miguel de Asile, guard-
ed the vast interior.
Timucua province, which centered around the present day
Gainesville area, served the Spaniards well.1 Franciscan friars
* Dr. Pearson is associate professor of history and director of the Division
of Graduate Studies, Valdosta State College, Valdosta, Georgia.
1. David I. Bushnell, Jr., Native Villages and Village Sites East of the
Mississippi (Washington, 1919), 15, 89, locates the Timucuan Indians in
an area extending from St. Augustine up to Cumberland Island on the
Atlantic coast, from St. Augustine west to the Aucilla River, and on
the gulf coast to Tampa. See also John R. Swanton, Early History of
the Creek Indians and Their Neighbors (Washington, 1922), 320-30.
Governor Pablo de Hita Salazar to the Crown, 24 de Agosto de 1675,
Archivo General de Indias (hereinafter referred to as AGI) 58-1-26/38;
[166]
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began pastoral duties in the Indian villages soon after their
arrival in Florida in 1573. Bishop Juan de la Cabezas de Alta-
mirano visited Florida in 1606 and confirmed 2074 In-
dians. By the end of the following year there were an addi-
tional 1,000 converts. Rapidly the mission work went forward
and by 1633 had spread to the adjoining province of Apalachee.2
Juan Diez de la Calle enumerated seven Timucuan missions
in 1655, and Gabriel Díaz Vara Calderón, bishop of Cuba,
listed nine missions in his pastoral visit to Florida, 1674-1675.3
The Timucuan missions probably had reached their zenith
by 1675. English-inspired and directed raids from Carolina
after 1670 destroyed some of the pueblos and frequently caused
other villages to relocate. Chief Altamaha attacked the pueblo
Santa Catalina de Afuica in 1685 and completely destroyed it,
and the following year, Governor Juan Marqúez Cabrera, in
reprisal, leveled Lord Cardross’ Scots colony at Port Royal.4
In spite of enemy incursions the Timucuans held firm in their
allegiance to Spain and did not defect to the English as had the
Yamassee Indians.
Soon after becoming governor in 1693 Laureano Torres y
Ayala ordered a general inspection of Timucua. The visit,
conducted between December 13, 1694, and January 2, 1695,
revealed a sizable number of Indian settlements living in peace
with their neighbors and firm in their loyalty to the king.
Governor Torres had intended inspecting the Timucua province
personally, but official duties detained him in St. Augustine,
and he selected Captain Joaquín de Florencia, interim-treasurer
Stetson Collection, P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History, University
of Florida, Gainesville. This document describes Guale province ex-
tending from St. Catherine’s Island down to the St. Johns River. Ac-
cordingly, the Salazar document places San Felipe (Cumberland) in
Guale, rather than Timucua and corrects the assessment of Bushnell
and Swanton.
2. John Tate Lanning, The Spanish Missions of Georgia (Chapel Hill,
1935), 159, 160.
3. Juan Diez de la Calle, “Nota de las Misiones de la provincia de la
Florida,” in Miguel Serrano y Sanz, Documentos Históricos de la Florida
y la Luisiana, Siglos XVI al XVIII (Madrid, 1912), 132; Lucy L. Wen-
hold, transl. “A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Díaz Vara Calderón,
Bishop of Cuba, Describing the Indians and Indian Missions of Florida,”
Smithsonian Miscellaneous Collections, XCV, no. 16 (Washington, 1936),
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of St. Augustine and commissioned judge of the Castillo de
San Marcos, to serve as inspector general in his place. The
official commission which Florencia received November 5, 1694,
ordered him to visit the principal villages of the province, in-
vestigate native welfare, inquire about the causes for the re-
location of towns, redress grievances, punish individuals guilty
of misconduct, and to ascertain if the Timucuans continued
loyal to the governor and the king. The governor invested
Florencia with complete power over the political, judicial, and
military affairs of the province while conducting the “visita
(inspection)“.5
Captain Florencia departed to San Diego de Salamototo, a
pueblo on the St. Johns River, upon receipt of his commission.6
There he nominated Ensign Antonio Ponce de León to serve
as his official notary, 7 and León swore to fulfill faithfully his
duties. November 7, 1694, Florencia promulgated an auto
general or general decree which stated the intent and purpose
of the visita.
The document ordered the caciques8 (chiefs), hinijas9
(second chiefs), and herederos10 (heirs) of the province to
gather in the council house of the various villages when Flor-
5. “Visita General que hizo de las Provincias de Apalache, Guale y
Timucua el Capitán Joaquín de Florencia, tesorero en interím del
Presidio de San Agustín de la Florida, juez comisario y visitador general
de ellas, por título y nombramiento del Señor Don Laureano de Torres
y Ayala, caballero de Orden de Santiago, gobernador y Capitán general
de dicho presidio y provincias por Su Magestad,” St. Augustine, No-
vember 5, 1694, 307 folios, Comisión, Torres a Florencia, 5 de noviem-
bre de 1694, Stetson Collection, AGI, Escribania de Camara (herein-
after referred to as SC, AGI, EC), legajo 157.
6. San Diego de Salamototo is ten leagues from St. Augustine. Wenhold,
“A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Díaz Vara Calderón,” 8.
7. Nombramiento de Alférez Antonio Ponce de León coma escribano de
la visita, San Diego de Salamototo, 7 de noviembre de 1694; Aceptación
y Juramento de Ponce de León, 7 de noviembre de 1694, SC, AGI, EC,
legajo 157.
8. The cacique or chief presided over council meetings in the pueblo
and directed all governmental activities. Benjamin Hawkins, “A Sketch
of the Creek Country in the Years 1789 and 1799,” Collections of the
Georgia Historical Society, III (Savannah, 1840-1916), 69.
9. The “hinija, next in rank to the cacique, directed construction of village
houses and temples, supervised cultivation of the fields, and presided
over the “black drink“ ceremony. Ibid.
10. The heredero or heir of the cacique was usually a nephew in the
female line since the members of the Creek Nation practiced matri-
linear succession. Ibid.
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encia arrived. His decree suspended the lieutenant of Timucua
from office during the investigation. Florencia felt this was
a necessary action to assure the Timucuans of his intent to
protect them from reprisals and to redress their grievances.11
The auto instructed the Indians to report actions which violated
the laws of the church and crown in Timucua, and it warned
them against concealing evidence. Florencia’s decree prohibited
lewd or obscene tribal dances, ball games,12 and abortions,13
but it allowed the Indians to retain and practice other cere-
monial dances. They were encouraged to practice agriculture
to insure an adequate food supply, honor the Franciscan
padres, plant the mission fields, and help the fathers when
they needed assistance.14
Florencia’s decree required Timucuan warriors to maintain
a minimum of fifty arrows in their possession for defensive
purposes. The caciques had to account for married Indians
who had been away from their families for an extended time,
so that the inspector could determine if any of the families
suffered deprivation. The auto stipulated that husbands would
be compelled to return to their families which had lacked the
necessities of life during their absence. The auto directed the
Timucuans to erect crosses inside their houses and at the
entrances, and it encouraged neophytes to practice their faith
daily by saying “Ave Marías” and engaging in other religious
activities. Tribal caciques were to order their subjects to at-
tend mass regularly, to provide for the pueblo children’s in-
struction in the catechism, and to punish them if they neglect-
ed their religious duties and obligations.15 With the auto general
drawn up, Florencia departed from San Diego de Salamototo
to begin his official investigation.
11. Auto general de visita, 7 de noviembre de 1694, SC, AGI, EC, legajo 157.
12. The auto prohibited ball games because they were so rough. Frequently
enemy tribes substituted a ball game for war with about the same
results, Mark Van Doren, ed., Travels of William Bartram (New York,
1940), 395; Madelaine Kneberg and T. M. N. Lewis, Tribes That
Slumber (Knoxville, 1960).
13. The Timucuans probaly used an extract from the plant yaupon to
abort the fetus. Interview with Dr. William Haag, Moundville, Alabama,
December 1964.
14. Auto general de visita, 7 de noviembre de 1694, SC, AGI, EC, legajo 157.
15.  Ibid.
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In San Francisco de Potano, 16 Captain Florencia nominated
Bartolomé Pérez, a Timucuan Indian, to serve as the official
interpreter for the visita.17 During the remainder of November,
Ponce de León, the official notary, notified the Timucuan
chiefs of the impending visit to their village. Florencia began
his inspection in San Miguel de Asile, December 13, 1694, and
concluded it in San Diego de Salamototo on January 2, 1695.18
In all he visited eight Indian settlements. Checking political,
economic, social, and religious conditions in three towns, San
Miguel de Asile, San Matheo (de Tolopotafi),19 and San Pedro
de Potohiriba,20 Florencia discovered political problems. The
principal men in San Miguel asked him to confer on Golasto
Lozano, the heredero, the rank of cacique, so that he could
rule jointly with his chieftain brother, Ventura.21 Apparently
this was an example of a pueblo power struggle, for Ventura
seemingly suffered from no illness. Florencia, however, to placate
the faction which opposed Chief Ventura, granted Golasto the
title of cacique.22
When Florencia arrived at the council house in San Matheo
(de Tolopotafi), he found the chief very ill. The heredero,
Julian, governed the pueblo but had not assumed the title of
cacique, apparently out of respect for his uncle. Although im-
pressed by this deference, Florencia invested Julian with the
rank of cacique. 23 The health of the cacique of San Pedro de
Potohiriba also presented a problem. Anxious to maintain a
stable and orderly government in the village Florencia urged
the principal men to select a new chief. When the principal
16. San Francisco de Potano was approximately thirty-three leagues west of
St. Augustine. Wenhold, “A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Díaz Vara
Calderón,” 8.
17. Nombramiento de Bartolomé Pérez coma interprete de la lengua de
Timucua, 10 de noviembre de 1694. Notificación, aceptación y Juramen-
to de Bartolomé Pérez, 10 de noviembre de 1694, SC, AGI, EC, legajo
157.
18. San Miguel de Asile was approximately seventy-five leagues from St.
Augustine. Wenhold, “A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Díaz Vara Cal-
derón,” 8.
19. San Matheo (de Tolopatafi) was approximately seventy-three leagues
west of St. Augustine. Ibid.
20. San Pedro de Potohiriba was approximately sixty-seven leagues west
of St. Augustine. Ibid.
21. Visita del lunar de San Miguel de Asile, 14 de diciembre de 1694, SC,
AGI. EC, legajo 157.
22.  Ibid.
23. Visita de lugar de San Matheo (de Tolopatafi), 16 de diciembre de
1694, ibid.
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men proposed, however, to govern the town themselves until
the heredero came of age, Florencia agreed to the collective
regency.24
Inadequate food supplies in several pueblos had created
a problem which required immediate attention. The visita
revealed that three villages, San Pedro de Potohiriba, San
Francisco de Potano, and San Diego de Salamototo, were suffer-
ing from food shortages. According to the San Pedro de Poto-
hiriba chief, a band of fugitive Indians had stolen food in his
area, and Florencia ordered a watch established.25 In San
Francisco de Potano, the chief complained about the poor soil in
the fields. There was a mission a short distance away which
had fertile soil, and the cacique asked permission to relocate
his village. Florencia, anxious to alleviate the food shortage,
granted this request.26 In San Diego de Salamototo, Florencia
discovered that inhabitants were suffering from a severe short-
age because cattle and other livestock from Captain Juan de
Pueyo’s hacienda, located near the village, had been grazing
in the fields before the crops could be harvested. The Indians
had attempted to gather food in the forest of the neighboring
haciendas, but the overseers had stopped them. Captain Flor-
encia promised to do what he could to alleviate the situation.27
The Timucuan pueblos were also plagued with a number
of social problems. Florencia discovered that Adrián of San
Miguel de Asile, Santiago of (Santa Elena) de Machava, and
Francisco of San Pedro de Potohiriba, had deserted their wives,
and that their families had no one to support them.28 The
caciques in each of the villages indicated their belief that the
deserting husbands were somewhere in the province and re-
quested Florencia to order their return. In each case Florencia
made a notation of the situation and promised to bring the
husbands back to their families.29 While inspecting the hacienda
24. Visita del lugar de San Petro de Potohiriba, 18 de diciembre de 1694,
ibid.
25.  Ibid.
26. Visita de San Matheo (de Tolopatafi), December 30, 1694, ibid.
27. Visita del pueblo de San Diego de Salamototo, 30 de diciembre de
1694, ibid.
28. Santa Elena de Machava was sixty-nine leagues west of St. Augustine.
Wenhold, “A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Díaz Vara Calderón,” 8.
29. Visita del lugar de San Miguel de Asile, 14 de diciembre de 1694; Visita
del pueblo de Santa Elena de Machava, 15 de diciembre de 1694; Visita
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of Captain Juan Hita Salazar at San Francisco de Potano,
Florencia learned that two married Apalachino (Apalachee)
Indians, Alonso and Juan, worker for the captain. Salazar
insisted that he would pay the Indians for their services and
return them to their homes as soon as they had fulfilled their
contracts. Florencia reviewed the situation, ordered Salazar not
to employ married male Indians again on his hacienda, and
promised a twenty ducat fine if he violated the order.30
While at San Pedro de Potohiriba, Florencia sought the
opinion of the chiefs as to the best means of restoring the
town, San Juan de Guacára,31 which had been destroyed by an
English raid.32 The caciques wanted the village rebuilt and they
also asked for a garrison to protect them against another in-
vasion. They recommended that the Timucuans who went to
reestablish the pueblo carry provisions so as not to depend
entirely on food which they hoped to produce. Captain Flor-
encia agreed with their suggestions.33
Religious matters consumed a good deal of Captain Flor-
encia’s attention during the visita. His inspection revealed that
in San Matheo (de Tolopotafi) a married woman had aborted
several babies by taking herbs, which grew in the area.34 Abor-
tion, a serious offense against Catholic dogma, alarmed Flor-
encia, and he ordered the woman to appear before him in the
council house. There, in full view of the village inhabitants,
he warned her that if she committed the offense again her hair
would be cut and she would receive fifty lashes.35
In San Francisco de Potano, where the cacique had received
permission to relocate his town, Florencia stipulated that the
Indians had to provide for the village poor in exchange for
del lugar de San Pedro de Potohiriba, 18 de diciembre de 1694, SC, AGI,
EC, legajo 157.
30. Visita de la hacienda del Capitán Don Juan Antonio de Hita Salazar,
23 de diciembre de 1694, ibid.
31. San Juan de Guacára was approximately fifty-seven leagues from St.
Augustine. Wenhold, “A 17th Century Letter of Gabriel Díaz Vara
Calderón,” 8.
32. San Juan de Guacára had been destroyed in the term of Governor Juan
Márquez Cabrera prior to 1690. Mark F. Boyd, Hale G. Smith, and
John W. Griffin,  Here They Once Stood:  The Tragic End of  the
Apalachee Missions (Gainesville, 1951), 11.
33. Junta general, 18 de diciembre de 1694, SC, AGI, EC, legajo 157.
34. Yaupon.
35. Visita del lugar de San Matheo (de Tolopatafi), 16 de diciembre de 1694,
SC, AGI, EC, legajo 157.
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the privilege of moving. They also had to look after the welfare
of the widows and orphans.36 Finding the pueblo Ivitanayo
uninhabited on December 29, Florencia sent Chief Miguel of
San Francisco to search for the recently converted Indians and
to relocate them in San Francisco de Potano or San Diego de
Salamototo.37 Humanely, Florencia chose not to punish the
Indians.38 In all of the villages, Florencia urged the Timucuans
to worship and to see that the children received instruction in
the catechism. Before returning to St. Augustine, he issued a
series of orders for the caciques and the province lieutenants
to put into effect. They related primarily to economic, political,
religious, and social conditions within the various pueblos.
During the visita, Florencia had paid special attention to
the economy; accordingly he designed a number of orders to
correct economic grievances. He halted the practice of re-
quiring the Timucuans to grind grain for the province lieu-
tenant.39 To end Indian destruction of hacienda livestock, he
decreed the remanding of captured criminals to four month’s
labor on the St. Johns ferry boats.40 Florencia encouraged the
Timucuans to raise birds and livestock as dietary supplements,
but he cautioned the Indians not to permit the animals to
damage the crops. Florencia strictly forbade any alteration of
food prices when the Indians sold maize and beans, and he
decreed a punishment of fifty lashes for violators. Additionally,
he ordered a fine of twenty ducats levied against a chief or
lieutenant who knowingly tolerated such a practice.41 To pro-
tect the tribal hunting grounds, Florencia restricted hunting in
a forest area adjacent to a town to the inhabitants of that
particular village.42
36. Visita del lugar de San Francisco de Potano, 23 de diciembre de 1694,
ibid.
37. Entrada al pueblo de Ivitanayo, 29 de diciembre de 1694, ibid.
38. Orden al Cacique Miguel de San Francisco de Potano, 30 de diciembre
de 1694, ibid.
39. Ordenes que se han de guardar, cumplir y observar en estas Pro-
vincias de Timucua, etc., 24 de diciembre de 1694; Ordenes que se han
de guardar en el paso y lugar de Salamototo, etc., 2 de enero de 1695,
ibid.
40. Ordenes que se han de guardar en el paso y lugar de Salamototo, etc.,
2 de enero de 1695, ibid.
41. Ordenes que se han de guardar, cumplir y observar en estas Pro-
vincias de Timucua, etc., 24 de diciembre de 1694, ibid.
42. Ordenes que se han de guardar en el paso y luger de Salamototo, etc.,
2 de enero de 1695, ibid.
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Politically Florencia wanted to relinquish as much control to
the pueblo as possible; the caciques were to exercise a pre-
dominant role in the villages. Perhaps in an effort to protect
the dignity and status of the cacicazgo, he directed the province
lieutenant not to punish caciques but to remit their cases to the
governor for his decision.43
Several of Florencia’s directives related to religious life. He
sought to encourage the lieutenant, chiefs, and village inhabi-
tants to attend mass on feast days and to erect crosses both in-
side and outside of their homes. Florencia proscribed dancing
during Lent and absolutely forbade lewd dances.44 The visita-
dor directed the province lieutenant to return all non-Timu-
cuans to their homes before Lent each year; however, he per-
mitted unmarried Indians to return to Timucua after Lent.45
One order provided that if an Indian died with no heirs half
of his estate would be used to pay for masses for his soul. In
the event there were heirs, one-fifth of the estate would be spent
for masses.46
Florencia issued orders designed to improve social condi-
tions. He decreed that there be at least six Indians to operate
the ferry system at San Diego de Salamototo on the St. Johns
River at all times and that the Indians receive one real per
trip as salary. Soldiers, however, would receive free transporta-
tion.47 He terminated the medical practice of the medicine
men and threatened severe punishment for those who continued
to administer drugs.48 He ordered the lieutenants to see that
no Spanish Negro or mulatto slept outside of the council house
or remained in an Indian pueblo longer than ten days.49
Lieutenants who failed to enforce this directive were to receive
43. Ordenes que se han de guardar, cumplir y observar en estas Provincias
de Timucua, etc., 24 de diciembre de 1694; Ordenes que se han de
guardar en el paso y lugar de Salamatoto, etc., 2 de enero de 1695,
ibid.
44.  Ibid.
45. Ordenes que se han de guardar, cumplir y observar en estas Pro-
vincias de Timucua, etc., 24 de diciembre de 1694, ibid.
46. Ordenes que se han de guardar en el paso y lugar de Salamototo, etc.,
2 de enero de 1695. ibid.
47.  Ibid.
48.  Ibid.
49. Ordenes que se han de guardar, cumplir y observar en estas Provincias
de Timucua, etc., 24 de diciembre de 1694; Ordenes que se han de
guardar en el paso y lugar de Salamototo, etc., 2 de enero de 1695,
ibid.
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ten ducat fines and the Negroes or mulattoes five lashes.50 In
the event that a Timucuan died without heirs, Florencia order-
ed that half of his estate be divided among the village in-
habitants.51
Florencia, concluding his inspection January 2, 1695, in
San Diego de Salamototo, traveled to St. Augustine and pre-
sented his report to the governor. Governor Torres, completely
satisfied with Captain Florencia’s conduct of the visita, decreed,
February 3, 1695, the observation and execution of the visita-
dor’s orders in their entirety.52
Florencia’s visita general involved inspection of eight villages
on Florida’s northern frontier. The visita provides a significant
insight into the economic, political, social, and religious struc-
ture of Timucuan society. Florencia inspection revealed that
the Indians based their economy primarly on agriculture with
maize and beans as their basic staples. They cultivated other
foods such as squash and gathered acorns and other nuts when
the yield from the field was poor. They supplemented their
food supply by hunting and fishing. Some Spaniards had de-
veloped haciendas in the province, and a cattle industry existed.
Cattle sometimes grazed in the fertile village fields, and when
the chiefs complained of their depredations, Captain Florencia
issued orders to the overseers to fence in the livestock.
Florencia found that the cacique, heredero, and hinija
maintained control over village government. Actual authority
resided in the cacique but sometimes as was the case in San
Miguel de Asile, he shared his duties with the heredero. The
chief probably consulted with the lieutenant stationed in the
province before he made any military decision. The thirty-four
orders which Florencia commanded the lieutenant to put into
operation provide the most important and interesting facet of
the visita. Most applied to the entire province, but a few,
principally those relating to water transportation, pertained
only to San Diego de Salamototo. The regulations when view-
50.  Ibid.
51. Ordenes que se han de guardar, cumplir y observar en estas Provincias
de Timucua, etc., 24 de diciembre de 1694, ibid.
52. Auto, Gobernador Torres, 3 de febrero de 1695, para aprobar papeles de
la visita, ibid.
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ed collectively, reveal a remarkable degree of concern for the
welfare of the Timucuans. They protected the right of the
Indians to gather food in the hacienda wooded areas when they
experienced food shortages, encouraged them to raise birds and
livestock, and prohibited married males from other provinces
from working in Timucua. They prohibited medicine men
from plying their arts, put an end to ball games and lewd
dances, and provided harsh punishments for abortion. The
activities of Negroes and mulattoes were regulated. The pueblo
cacique could be punished only by the governor. Spaniards
could not force Indians to grind grain for them, and the In-
dians in turn could not alter prices when they sold food. The
visita general of 1694, in perspective, revealed a strong pueblo
system. Although the number of towns and missions had prob-
ably declined from the maximum strength of 1675, there still
flourished a significant number that maintained loyalty to the
Spanish king and the Catholic church.
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The emphasis is upon South Florida; elsewhere only the
cross-state barge canal receives full treatment. Dasmann de-
scribes South Florida as tropical, and North Florida as sub-
tropical. Because of overlapping climatic zones there is an
amazing variety of plant and animal life, particularly in the
south. Biologically the Florida Keys are much more tropical
and West Indian than any other part of the state. One third
of the tropical trees in Florida grow (one is tempted now to
write “grew”) only on the keys and the rest mostly south of a
line from Miami to Marco Island. The same in somewhat
different fractions may be said of the animal life; note the
last stand of the key deer and the crocodile. This accounts for
the focus of attention on the region. There have been more
conservation victories there than elsewhere in the state. Monroe
County in which most of it lies, not notable for support of
progressive ideas, has seen much of its land taken over by
state and federal government for conservation purposes.
[177]
BOOK REVIEWS
No Further Retreat: The Fight to Save Florida. By Raymond
F. Dasmann. (New York: MacMilIan Co., 1971. xii, 244 pp.
Foreword, acknowledgements, introduction, maps, illustra-
tions, references, index. $6.95.)
The idea of this book originated in 1967 to provide a
useful tool for those working to save the Florida environment.
Raymond Dasmann is an established worker and writer in the
conservation field with a half dozen major works to his credit.
The Conservation Foundation sent him to Florida in 1968 for
two months to write, but he found himself caught up in the
action. He discovered conservationists so busy solving problems
that they had too little time to study them. Now that the book
has finally appeared it is well worth waiting for. The historical
sketch contains some errors, but is too brief to do any major
damage or to detract from the book’s usefulness. The book
does provide a reasoned and reasonable assessment of conserva-
tion problems in Florida with guidelines to solutions, but
there is no blueprint; it is a book to read and ponder.
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Florida has all of the environmental problems that beset the
technologically-advanced nations of the world, though the
weather saves it from the worst features of air pollution. More
importantly, Florida also has “the possible destruction of all
that is priceless and rare, unique and irreplaceable, in an
environment of unparalleled value.” Here the conflict between
the technological society and the irreplaceable values of the
natural landscape is most severe.
Many environmentalists, the author points out, preach
a sermon of impending doom. He feels that if the damage were
irreparable there would be no point in calling for action to
save the environment. Nature has great power to make re-
covery and adjustments if given a chance. Floridians still
have time to act, but must do it now. They must grow more
conscious of the irreplaceables. We cannot now identify them;
nor can we establish their values. In the matter of exotics, we
should establish which are desirable and exclude others. He
warns that conservation groups are so accustomed to fighting
against enemies that they fall to quarreling among themselves
when asked to propose programs. Some of them also tend to
retire from the field when their immediate objectives are won.
He points out that we cannot prevent everything; somewhere
there must be compromise. The United States Army Corps of
Engineers, for example, should not be abolished, but put to
work at more socially desirable projects. It may be added that
the engineers have proved more flexible in their response to
changing moods and interests than have some of the other
more bureaucratic federal agencies.
Dasmann rules out socialization of the lands. The experi-
ence with our government at all levels and that of foreign
governments wholly responsible for the protection of the
environment is not encouraging. The only sensible choice,
he says, is to make the system we have work better. The
National Council on Environmental Quality, if funded, staffed,
and given the authority to direct and coordinate all activity,
might accomplish it. As it is, “nobody is in charge.”
He sees the control of population unnecessary, not because
there are too many people, but because of the relation of
population to the control of the other two factors in the
problem of environmental protection, technology and land
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use, the last the area in which the most complete chaos exists.
Needless to add, this assumes a degree of private and public
planning and controls for which we are scarcely ready.
There have been, he points out, enough successes in Florida
to point the way. Stopping construction of the jetport on the
Dade-Collier County site, he rates high. More meaningful,
perhaps is the joining of forces to establish Rookery Bay in
Collier County as a conservation area. Collier County is also
decribed as one of the worst contrasts, for there is unregulated
land development and land use which threatens even the good
achieved at Rookery Bay. The same might be said of the Cork-
screw Cypress Sanctuary in the same county. Another example
that gets a nod of approval is Jupiter Island, protected by
private owners but less available for public use. His criticism
of the road to Flamingo and the public camping grounds in
the Everglades National Park serves well to point up the
conflict between public use and environmental protection in
such an area. This ranges him on the side of those who place
preservation of the natural wild state above recreational use.
Coral Gables, Florida Charlton W. Tebeau
On Preserving Tropical Florida. By John C. Gifford. Compiled
by Elizabeth Ogren Rothra. (Coral Gables: University of
Miami Press, 1972. xiv, 222 pp. Preface, acknowledgements,
illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $7.95.)
The title of this book is misleading. It is not, as one would
expect, a book on environmental protection, nor a history of
past conservation battles. It is, rather, a brief biography and
introduction to the writings of John C. Gifford (1870-1949),
the pioneer Miami forester, horticulturist, author, builder,
banker, conservationist, civic leader, university professor, and
lecturer who for many years was known as “South Florida’s
greatest interpreter.”
Elizabeth Ogren Rothra, author of the sixty-seven page
biography and editor of this volume, writes so appealingly
about Dr. Gifford that she makes her readers wish they had
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known him. What a fascinating friend he must have been!
For Gifford was a naturalist in the broadest, best sense of
the term. As a forester and plant scientist, he knew that in
the long run one can only work with nature, not against her.
As a biologist and conservationist, he deplored the senseless
imposition of northern methods of agriculture, building, and
land-use in a tropical environment. In his books, lectures, and
radio talks he urged South Floridians to adopt a tropical
life-style in harmony with their surroundings, a life-style which
he himself enjoyed to the fullest.
His groves and gardens were full of native plants chosen
to take every advantage of local soils and weather; they gave
good yields with minimum maintenance. His houses were
designed to catch the wind; built of local woods and rock,
shaded by native trees and shrubs, they seemed to grow out of
the ground. His subdivisions (he was involved in the land boom
of the 1920s) had winding streets that followed the contours
of the land and were named after Bahama Islands and Indian
chiefs to emphasize Miami’s heritage.
Long before Everglades Park was established, Gifford fore-
saw that much of the Glades, the keys, and offshore reefs
would be protected by public ownership, but many other ideas
of his were hopelessly out of step with the times. In an era
when millions of Americans were abandoning small unprofit-
able farms and moving to the cities, Gifford advocated a return
to the subsistence family farm (five acres, a kitchen garden,
chickens, and pigs) as a solution to the nation’s social and
economic ills. He wanted to “reclaim” the Everglades; and
though wise enough to see that dikes and canals might do more
harm than good, he proposed to dry out the Glades by covering
them with forests of exotic trees, especially the Melaleuca—
a tree he had imported from Australia. Alas, like the water
hyacinth, melaleuca succeeded only too well in the Everglades.
Ecologists are now frantically trying to find ways of getting rid
of it. Ironically, John Gifford’s most lasting legacy to the land-
scape he loved may turn out to be one of its worst pests.
Anyone interested in South Florida plants, ecology, and
natural history will enjoy this book. Book buffs will appreciate
its attractive design, layout, typography, and illustrations.
Coconut Grove, Florida Polly Redford
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St. Petersburg and Its People. By Walter Fuller. (St. Petersburg:
Great Outdoors Publishing Co., 1972. v, 389 pp. Foreword,
acknowledgements, illustrations. $14.95.)
While a few limited efforts have been made to record the
history of this important Florida city, this volume is by far
the most comprehensive and ambitious.
The beginnings of St. Petersburg, as we know it today, date
from what Mr. Fuller calls the “baby boom” immediately
preceding World War I, resumed in full fury when the war was
over. By the time the bubble burst in 1925, the essential cast
and framework of modern St. Petersburg had been formed.
These are the important years, the beginning years, where the
author is at his best. A real estate promoter himself during
this period, he knew practically all of the leading personalities
of the area, and he was often directly involved in many of the
events that took place. While not always perfectly objective,
he does furnish much keen and penerating insight into the
motivations and follies of what was then a new breed of real
estate salesmen. In fact, it is not difficult to discern throughout
his work that he sincerely believes in St. Petersburg, as the ideal
city in the ideal place, and he is still selling and promoting it.
This, perhaps, is the very spirit of these fascinating times.
With a twinkle in his eye and the air of a promoter, Walter
Fuller traces the St. Petersburg area back from the primitive
inhabitants— the “St. Petersburg Indians.” He claims for St.
Petersburg the landing place of DeSoto and gives the lot
and block number for the 1526 camp of Pánfilo de Narváez
on Boca Ciega Bay. The story thins out for some 250 years
during which the area was historically blank, or nearly so,
despite Fuller’s strong feelings of a possible visit by Governor
James Moore of South Carolina in the very early 1700s, another
claim for St. Petersburg. An interesting recount of the few
early settlers in the area, notable hurricanes, and the struggle
for bare existence, preludes the extension of the railroad to
St. Petersburg in 1888 when the story begins in earnest.
While Mr. Fuller’s style is unsophisticated and down to
earth, his thesis carries through. A liberal lacing of interesting
photographs makes up for numerous and sometimes glaring
errors and assumptions which do not, however, detract from
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the main theme of his book. The lack of an index is a draw-
back, however, and some repetition could have been avoided.
The lack of good and comprehensive local histories is a
serious gap in publications on Florida history. While the lapse
of time may have been necessary for historical perspective in
most instances, hopefully the time has now come when the
gap can and should be closed. This volume is a significant
and welcome step in this direction.
Clearwater, Florida Milton D. Jones
History of Santa Rosa County: A King’s Country. By M. Luther
King. (Mrs. John H. Graham, Jr., 1336 Highfield Drive,
Clearwater, Florida 33516, 1972. xv, 140 pp. Foreword,
preface, illustrations, map, index. $6.95.)
A self-made teacher and educator, M. (for Martin) Luther
King passed Florida’s Uniform State Teachers’ examination to
earn a certificate in 1927 at the age of twenty-eight. He taught
or served as a school principal for thirty-eight years. He passed
an equivalency examination to qualify for entry at Florida
State College for Women for the summer session of 1931;
the college then only accepted male students for special sum-
mer courses. Mr. King returned each summer until 1947, when
his dogged persistence paid off with a bachelor’s degree, the
first to be awarded a male graduate of the newly-designated
Florida State University. He continued his studies each sum-
mer until 1953, when he received a degree in school admini-
stration and supervision. His college career, in summer sessions
only, had lasted twenty-two years.
Throughout his lifetime, Mr. King researched and com-
piled information about the communities in which he lived.
He enjoyed collecting and evaluating the area’s history, legends,
and folklore, seeming to seek a great depth of background
information. His notes became outlines for class discussions.
These outlines, in the natural course of events, became organ-
ized much as chapters are to make a book.
Several of Mr. King’s former students (including this writer)
urged him from time to time to preserve his outlines as a history
of Santa Rosa County. He indicated an interest in such a project,
but first he wanted to complete the work to include in-depth
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information about all communities in the county. He had work-
ed on this aspect of the proposed book for some time during his
last busy years. Following his death in 1965, however, members
of his family were unable to find some of the outlines. His
daughter, Mrs. Martha King Graham, and other members of her
family, decided in 1971 to proceed with publication. In an effort
to preserve as much as possible of her father’s own language,
Mrs. Graham edited the material sparingly. It was compiled for
a classroom audience, rather than a reading audience. The
result, while not a complete history of the county, is a near-
priceless collection of local history, genealogy, legend, and folk-
lore that is nowhere else available.
One of the volume’s greatest influences may be in what it is
not, rather than what it is. It is neither complete nor compre-
hensive as a history of the county, being instead the posthumous
publication of an incompleted effort. It should challenge some
reader, now that M. Luther King’s legacy has pointed the way, to
complete the work that the self-made Santa Rosa teacher and his-
torian started. It should equally inspire prospective historians
in other communities to follow his example.
Chipley, Florida E. W. Carswell
James Blair of Virginia. By Parke Rouse, Jr. (Chapel Hill: Uni-
versity of North Carolina Press, 1971, xiii, 336 pp. Acknowl-
edgments, illustrations, appendixes, notes, bibliography, in-
dex. $10.00.)
Handsomely produced, thoroughly researched, and lucidly
written, this volume is an altogether excellent account of the
public life of James Blair, characterized by the author as “one
of the most influential colonists in America” during the half
century following the Glorious Revolution. Born in Scotland in
1655 and educated at Marischal College, Aberdeen, and the
University of Edinburgh, Blair was ordained in the Church of
Scotland. His refusal to sign the test oath of 1681 excluded him
from further clerical employment in Scotland and led to his
migration to London, where he enjoyed the patronage of
Henry Compton, Bishop of London, and (in 1685) secured ap-
pointment as missionary to Henrico Parish, Virginia.
During the next fifty-eight years, Blair amassed an estate of
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£10,000, an impressive sum for the time and place, and played
a major role in the religious, political, and cultural life of Vir-
ginia. His contribution to the religious life of Virginia was made
as a minister of three successive parishes and, beginning in 1689,
as commissary for the Bishop of London. Through his marriage
to Sarah Harrison, he allied himself with some of the most
powerful families in Virginia, and his appointment as a member
of the Council in 1694 provided him with both an outlet for
“an obsessive will to rule” and a base from which he exerted
a profound influence upon Virginia politics; his close contacts
with the clerical and colonial establishments in England pro-
vided him with the necessary muscle to force the removal of
three royal governors: Sir Edmund Andros, Francis Nicholson,
and Alexander Spotswood. But his most enduring achievement
was the founding and nurturance of the College of William and
Mary, of which he was the first president.
The absence of personal papers has made it impossible for
the author to explore Blair’s private world satisfactorily, and
the volume would have gained a wider scholarly audience had
the author explored more systematically and explicitly those
central themes of early American development to which Blair’s
life speakes so eloquently: among others, the fear of creolian
degeneracy and moral decay among emergent colonial elites,
the volatile and highly personal character of early American
political life, and the pragmatic quality of colonial Virginia
Anglicanism. As a study of Blair’s public role, however, the
volume could scarcely have been any better.
The Johns Hopkins University Jack P. Greene
The Letterbook of Eliza Lucas Pinckney, 1739-1762. Edited by
Elise Pinckney. Editorial assistance by Marvin Zahniser.
Introduction by Walter M. Whitehill. (Chapel Hill: Uni-
versity of North Carolina Press, 1972. xxix, 195 pp. Intro-
duction, biographical sketch, preface, illustrations, index.
$9.95.)
As a person “identified with the development of indigo as
a staple of colonial South Carolina” Eliza Lucas Pinckney of
Charleston merited a sketch in the Dictionary of American Bi-
ography equal to that of her distinguished sons, Charles Cotes-
78
Florida Historical Quarterly, Vol. 51 [1972], No. 2, Art. 1
https://stars.library.ucf.edu/fhq/vol51/iss2/1
BOOK  REVIEWS 185
worth Pinckney and Thomas Pinckney. Selections of her writing
were published as early as 1850 in the Wormsloe Quarto, and in
1896 her biography was written by her great-granddaughter, Mrs.
St. Julian Ravenal, who drew extensively upon her letters. While
quotations from her lively letters appear in many places, no
text of them is currently available. The Wormsloe Quarto was
printed in the ultralimited edition of nineteen copies, while Mrs.
Ravenal’s biography is now long out of print. This documentary
publication of Mrs. Pinckney’s letterbook by its present owner,
the South Carolina Historical Society, adds a new and colorful
dimension to our knowledge of an energetic, intelligent, and
imaginative woman. It also makes available to present-day read-
ers a group of letters so delightful that they will appeal not only
to historians but to the general reader.
Born in the West Indies, Eliza was educated in England and
arrived in South Carolina in 1738 when her father, a colonel in
the British army brought his wife and daughter to Wappoo, a
plantation near Charleston. At the age of sixteen, upon her
father’s return to Antigua, she was left in charge of three planta-
tions. Her father sent her a variety of West Indian seeds for
experiment, and 1741 she manufactured the blue dye-cakes from
the indigo plant, which until that time had been a failure in
South Carolina. In the third season the seed ripened, and the
indigo from Wappoo proved that South Carolina lands could
produce a grade that could sell in a competitive market. Indigo
sold in England received a substantial bounty.
In 1744 Eliza married Charles Pinckney, a prominent lawyer,
and moved to Belmont, a nearby plantation, where she directed
experiments with flax and hemp and also revived silk culture.
In 1753, her husband having been appointed colonial agent for
South Carolina, she and her sons and daughter, Harriett, accom-
panied him to London. During her first summer in England she
and her family traveled about 700 miles by land. She said “it is a
pleasant but expensive way of spending time.” She loved England
and the English people, but she was annoyed by “the perpetual
card playing” of Londoners.
Upon their return to Charleston five years later Charles
Pinckney contracted malaria and died soon afterwards. The
marriage had been an unusually happy one, and Eliza was almost
overcome with grief. In scores of letters she referred to the loss
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of “my dear, dear Mr. Pinckney, the best of men, of husbands,
and of fathers.” But once again she took up the routine of planta-
tion duties. After the Revolution she lived with her widowed
daughter until her death in 1793.
The letters are divided into three parts: “Early Letters from
Carolina: 1739-1746,” “Letters from England: 1753-1757,” and
“Letters from Carolina: 1758-1762.” Though they record only
a part of a remarkable life, for the periods they cover they are
more lively than any consecutive biography.
Elise Pinckney is a direct descendant of Eliza Lucas Pinckney.
Marvin H. Zahniser is associate professor of history at Ohio
State University and author of Charles Cotesworth Pinckney:
Founding Father. The volume is well edited and has approxi-
mately 200 footnotes, which add much to its readability. The
index is adequate and lists all of the people who received letters
from Mrs. Pinckney.
University of North Carolina
at Chapel Hill Hugh Lefler
The Anatomy of the Confederate Congress. By Thomas B.
Alexander and Richard E. Beringer. (Nashville: Vanderbilt
University Press, 1972. xi, 435 pp. Preface, research design,
appendices, tables, maps, bibliographical comment, index.
$10.00.)
In this valuable book, Professors Alexander and Beringer
have first used the 1860 manuscript census and other sources
to compile biographical data on some 267 members of the Con-
federate Congress. This information, which is accessible in an
appendix, suggests that these congressmen were often similar
in background to members of the ruling elite examined in
Ralph Wooster’s recent study of state governments in the ante-
bellum lower South. After compiling this material, the authors
used a computer to examine votes cast in 1,490 (of a total of
approximately 1,900) roll-call divisions in the Confederate Con-
gress. Voting patterns on these selected votes were then related
systematically to the member characteristics of individual con-
gressmen.
In accumulating evidence concerning the existence of such
measurable relationships through use of “performance scores”
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and “scalograms,” the authors generally found little evidence
of traditional party discipline during the early years of con-
gressional activity. This generalization, nonetheless, needed
some modifiication for the period in which the members of the
Provisional Congress acted as a constitutional convention. At
that time, the distinctive southern unity, which had appeared
during the sectional struggles of the 1850s, was challenged by
the emergence of basic constitutional questions. Faced with
this reality, congressmen temporarily conducted their business
with something resembling traditional partisan behavior of the
type which had been absent in the South since 1848.
Conflict of this nature did not again become significant until
small-farmer discontent reconstituted the Confederate Congress
in the 1863 elections. Following these elections, grim military
realities “starkly exposed the rapid acceleration after mid-war
of distinctions that were associated with identifiable differences
among members” (p. 335). These growing differences were not
strongly associated with economic distinctions among congress-
men. They were instead related closely to the member charac-
teristics of former party affiliation and secession stand. Former
Whigs and anti-secessionists were less willing to support
measures needed to secure Confederate independence than were
former Democrats and secessionists. Even more important, how-
ever, was the relationship between a congressman’s home dis-
trict and military operations. Individuals from areas occupied
by federal troops endorsed measures which might help to re-
store Confederate control over their constituencies. In contrast,
congressmen from within the ever-shrinking Confederate
boundaries became increasingly convinced of the futility of
such efforts.
Professors Alexander and Beringer have gathered a truly
impressive amount of material in this book, and they have
explained clearly both their findings and their methodology.
We are in their debt for both of these achievements.
Washington State University Richard L. Hume
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Brierfield: Plantation Home of Jefferson Davis. By Frank E.
Everett, Jr. (Hattiesburg: University and College Press of
Mississippi, 1971. xi, 153 pp. Preface and acknowledgments,
selected bibliography, appendix. $5.95.)
This is the story of the handsome Greek Revival house that
Jefferson Davis built for himself and his second wife, Varina
Howell, in 1848. It is also the story of the Confederate Presi-
dent’s life in association with the house, written with sensi-
tivity and understanding that is the result of careful research and
genuine interest both in the house and its occupants. It is
probably the most complete study yet presented of this historic
southern plantation house that finally disappeared in flames
in 1931.
Located on a horseshoe bend on the Mississippi River some
fifteen miles south of Vicksburg near Hurricane Island, Brier-
field was adjacent to Hurricane plantation, the house of Jeffer-
son Davis’s older brother Joseph. The land on which Hurricane
and Brierfield were to be built, was acquired by Joseph Davis
in 1818, but it was nearly ten years later before the mansion
house, Hurricane, was built by him. This was the house to
which Jefferson Davis brought his first wife, Sarah Knox Taylor,
in 1835, and together they selected a part of Hurricane acreage
which they called Brierfield. Unfortunately the young bride
died within a few months, and it was not until 1838 that a
small residence was first built on the property, ten years before
Brierfield house was constructed. Varina Davis later referred
to this house as “one of my husband’s experiments as an archi-
tect.”
The author traces the history of these houses, Hurricane,
destroyed by Union forces in 1862, and the two Brierfield struc-
tures in an interesting and readable way. The book is not,
however, primarily an architectural history, but rather the story
of a house and its occupants and events that took place in it.
The plans, prints, and old photographs collected here are a
definite contribution to architectural history, and the appendix
“Genealogy of the Davis family” will no doubt be of great
interest to genealogists and those concerned with southern
history.
The author, Frank Edgar Everett, Jr., a Vicksburg attorney,
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has done extensive research in Civil War history and has pub-
lished books on Mississippi legal history. In this history of a
property, while not an in-depth architectural history, he has
produced a useful and enjoyable study.
New Orleans, Louisiana Samuel Wilson, Jr.
Free at Last: The Life of Frederick Douglass. By Arna Bon-
temps. (New York: Dodd, Mead and Co., 1971. x, 310 pp.
Illustrations, note on sources, index. $7.95.)
Arna Bontemps has confirmed what previous Douglass bio-
graphers only suggested— that Frederick Douglass was indeed a
giant among men in nineteenth-century America. No other
black man commanded the attention, love, and respect, or
gained the stature that Douglass did until Washington and
DuBois. Bontemps adequately has provided the essential de-
tails of Douglass’s career, including his escape from slavery,
his work as a Garrisonian abolitionist, his powerful platform
oratory that raised up both allies and enemies, his political
leadership of Negroes, his efforts at recruiting black troops in
Massachusetts and Pennsylvania during the Civil War, his ap-
pointments as marshal and recorder of deeds in the District of
Columbia, and his commissions, official and unofficial, to Haiti
and Santo Domingo.
The real contribution of Free at Last lies elsewhere. The
author has given the reader a different view of Frederick Doug-
lass, a “feel” for the man. The reader can grasp the emotional
pangs of the Douglass-William Lloyd Garrison split over aboli-
tionist tactics. He can sense Douglass’s interest in, and strange
attraction to, the magnetic person of John Brown; the anguish
over the latter’s failure at Harper’s Ferry and subsequent execu-
tion; and his own fear of prosecution in the conspiracy. Bon-
temps has also painted a vivid picture of the young Douglass
tasting freedom in Europe and the old Douglass tasting ful-
fillment at the Egyptian pyramids.
His problems as father and husband are revealed with equal
tenderness. Anna Murray, his first wife, was a plain-looking
free black who fled north with Douglass in 1838. Uneducated
and somewhat disinterested in public affairs, Anna Murray
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Douglass was unable to share his trials or his triumphs. And the
author gives a brief glimpse into the women who could. In
turn, Douglass, who remained faithful, carried on his work,
feeling always a little guilty about leaving his wife and children
at home. However, he did provide fully for their wants and
well-being.
As do all books, Free at Last contains a few irritants. In an
effort to aim at the general public, Bontenmps has omitted all
footnote references, despite the quantity of quoted material,
and there is no bibliography. The interested scholar is there-
fore blocked at least temporarily from further pursuit. There
are also some misleading impressions. On several occasions
Douglass was far more critical of Lincoln and the Republicans
than Bontemps has suggested. This was true at the 1864 Na-
tional Negro Convention at Syracuse, in the “critical year” 1866,
and in his dedication address of the freedmen’s memorial to
Lincoln in Washington, D. C., in 1876. Yet, the book is of
value, capturing as it does the life of an extraordinary man.
Daytona Beach Community College Peter D. Klingman
Roosevelt’s Rough Riders. By Virgil Carrington Jones. (New
York: Doubleday and Co., 1971. vi, 354 pp. Illustrations,
index. $10.00.)
Mr. Jones has given us an account of the creation, training,
transporting, and battle actions of the First U.S. Volunteer
Cavalry, better known, of course, as the “Rough Riders,” during
the Spanish-American War. Mr. Jones is not an historian; he
is a writer for NASA who turns out popularized chronicles of
romantic military figures such as John Singleton Mosby and,
now, Theodore Roosevelt. There are defects to this work from
a historian’s point of view which are quite serious: there is no
bibliography; Jones’s notions of the causes of that war are
totally innocent; he rarely uses critical or interpretive faculties.
The result is that his story displays a remarkable simplicity
which prevents it from constituting a significant contribution
to the literature on the Spanish-American conflict.
But there are points of interest in it. Readers of this journal
will find his description of the scene in Tampa prior to the
invasion of Cuba amusing. Jones recreates the atmosphere of
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complete confusion which permeated this somnolent port-resort
when it had suddenly to receive a large and badly provisioned
army. Jones’s eye wanders over that boiling stretch of Florida,
from the opulent Tampa Bay Hotel to the hastily improvised
red light district at Port Tampa, appropriately named “Last
Chance Street.”
Jones is at his best when dealing with the rigors of fighting
in Cuba. He vividly sketches the agonies of that campaign: the
wilting heat, disease, hidden foe, and all the hardships which
make tropical warfare a particularly hellish experience. He
catalogues for us the obvious, that it required a peculiar esprit
for the Rough Riders to prevail under such conditions. And
here his failure to analyze critically is most exasperating; he
never really examines the source of that spirit, and we are
given to suppose it lay in the “hard character” of the men
themselves.
It is perhaps refreshing not to have Roosevelt subjected to
one of those increasingly frequent dissections of his militarism
with a view to finding in it the seeds of neurosis, fascism, or
whatever. But Mr. Jones seems not to have been very aware
of the pre-war role Roosevelt played in the events leading to
its outbreak, and there is no fresh scholarship concerning his
performance on the island. Jones’s sources seem to have in-
cluded the memoirs of Roosevelt, Wood, Richard Harding
Davis, Wheeler, and others. He used the more bellicose news-
papers and apparently conducted a few interviews of surviving
Rough Riders.
Pensacola Junior College Thomas J. Gilliam
Attack on Terror: The FBI Against the Ku Klux Klan in
Mississippi. By Don Whitehead. (Pleasantville: Funk and
Wagnalls, 1971. 321 pp. Index. $6.95.)
This exciting volume fills a very big gap in our knowledge
as to what really happened in the clash between the forces of
law and order and those of massive resistance to court-ordered
change in Mississippi in the 1960s. It is the story of a war to
the death between the Federal Bureau of Investigation and the
Ku Klux Klan, written by the author of The FBI Story who ob-
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viously had access to the files of the agency he applauds. The
central narrative follows the relentless pursuit of the murderers
of civil rights workers Schwerner, Goodman, and Chaney and
the torturous trail through the federal courts to conviction by
a Mississippi jury.
The Mississippi Ku Klux Klan, grown to such proportions
that it terrorized a large part of the state over a period of
several years, was brilliantly infiltrated and destroyed by the
FBI. Surprisingly enough, Klan leaders turned out to be other-
wise successful citizens, not the marginal drop-outs from so-
ciety who made up the gross membership and did the dirty
work of arson, bombing, beating, and murder.
Federal officials were all important in the minimum attain-
ment of justice in Mississippi, but Mr. Whitehead shows be-
yond a doubt that there was an odd but sustaining federal-
state cooperation during and after 1964 that had been almost
completely lacking through Ross Barnett’s administration. Even
Mississippians defending their tainted heritage, it would seem,
were eventually appalled at the barbaric indecencies of the
Klan. And the federal-state relationship in effect since Wash-
ington’s presidency remained intact— which is to say the FBI
was not turned into a national police force.
This is a first-class work of journalism. The historian will
rightfully complain that there is no acknowledgement of sources,
no footnotes, and altogether too many conversations reported
in quotes which could not possibly be verified. The reviewer
who thinks he has something of a vested interest in this period
of Mississippi history accepts the general validity of the book.
He is now much less in the dark about some of the mysterious
goings-on in those troubled years.
University of South Florida James W. Silver
White Sects and Black Men in the Recent South. By David E.
Harrell, Jr. (Nashville: Vanderbilt University Press, 1971.
xix, 161 pp. Foreword, preface, bibliographical essay, index.
$6.50.)
The study of religion in America has focused too exclusive-
ly on major denominations, a problem which Professor David
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Edwin Harrell partially corrects in this excellent book. His
study ironically fits within the “new history” which is ex-
ploring the underside of American history. It deals with re-
ligiously “radical” sects which represent a large but inarticu-
late mass of lower class white Southerners. Like other submerged
minorities these sects lack influential members, their leaders
are less articulate and have less access to mass communication.
There are several basic premises in this brief study. First,
conservative religion and social reform are not irreconcilable.
Harrell also argues persuasively that the theology of a sect is
less insignificant than class structure in determining its attitude
on specific social issues. His most controversial claim will be his
proposal that the “boldest challenges to southern racial taboos
have come from the more extreme forms of sect-and-cult re-
ligion in the South.” As evidence, he notes that the Church
of God of Prophecy was the largest racially mixed church in
the South from 1945 until the mid-1960s. To stereotype south-
ern sectarianism as racist and reactionary distorts the facts.
The first and last sections of the book (half the text) focus
on the sociology of religion. The middle chapters are divided
into a study of racist thought within the sects and one which
treats moderate and liberal attitudes in the same groups. One
criticism grows from the structure of the study. The attempt
to abstract a single issue from the social milieu of a religious
group always leaves a one-dimensional picture. Emphasis on
the single issue of race, for instance, may obscure the fact that
a sect which is anti-Negro may also favor a whole plethora of
“liberal” social and economic legislation. One may also quibble
with Professor Harrell’s contention that the leadership of
crusading ministers is relatively insignificant in changing racial
attitudes and class values. Of course, such criticism hardly
detracts from the contribution of this study. One can only
hope that Professor Harrell will soon provide a wider critique
of the social attitudes of the sectarian South.
Samford University Wayne Flint
The Not So Solid South: Anthropological Studies in a Regional
Subculture. Edited by J. Kenneth Morland. (Athens: Uni-
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versity of Georgia Press, 1971. vii, 143 pp. Preface, intro-
duction, map, table, illustration. $3.75.)
The variety of the cultural fare offered in this small volume
of collected papers should be viewed as a sampling of the richly
diverse social and cultural tapestry of the southeastern states.
It is also evidence of the growing breadth of interest and vigor
of anthropology in the South since this is the fourth in the
series of proceedings to be published by the newly founded
(1966) Southern Anthropological Society.
Twelve separately authored chapters inform us about black
peasants and saints, miners and mill workers, hippies, descend-
ants of Irish tinkers, artisans, the mentally ill, and the bereaved
and the dead. We are also furnished with some helpful hints
on how to engage in moonshining and, if caught at it, how to
outwit the sheriff and his bloodhounds. With only a couple of
exceptions these vignettes are focused on the extraordinary and
the marginal. Although only a limited number of pieces of the
vast mosaic of southern life are revealed here, each one is recog-
nizably southern, and each is worthy of the detail that eventual-
ly leads to seeing the design whole.
The diversity of subject matter eliminated the possibility
of eliciting an encompassing theme. The editor, J. Kenneth
Morland, wisely avoided attempting such a feat. He does call
attention, however, to the successful utilization of anthropo-
logical concepts developed in the study of more traditional
societies, and he points the direction for future research efforts.
He believes that from the study and comparison of a sufficient
variety of communities in vivo the community-study method,
it will be possible to distill the essence which makes of the
South a sub-culture.
The geographical facade of propinquity may create the
illusion of an underlying unity, but it cannot erase the funda-
mental differences which separate Cavalier and Calvinist, or
those of the hills from those of the Piedmont or the Tidewater.
Such melding as arises within the new metropolitan form of
community still remains to be discovered.
Certainly the results of community-study, when combined
with the methods of culture-history, provide the most promis-
ing approach for understanding the variety of cultural tradi-
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tions to which the South has been host. It seems more probable,
however, that such studies will confirm the continuing per-
sistence of several distinct cultural traditions which had their
origin centuries ago in the Old World. Anthropology offers an
approach which bridges past and present and provides a per-
spective which can add immeasurably to understanding what
is meant when one speaks of the “South.”
University of Florida Solon T. Kimball
The Memphis Commercial Appeal: The History of a Southern
Newspaper. By Thomas H. Baker. (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
State University Press, 1971. vi, 366 pp. Preface, eqilogue,
bibliographical note, index. $12.50.)
One of the unanswered questions about the history of
cities in the United States is why there are so few adequate
studies of their major newspapers. While they are certainly
significant institutions which provide in their own publications
the necessary records for the examination of the historian,
few of them have received the attention they deserve. Professor
Baker in The Memphis Commercial Appeal has made a note-
worthy contribution toward filling this need.
Relying primarily on the files of the Commercial Appeal
and its local rivals, he has traced the history of the city’s leading
newspaper from its establishment as the Appeal in 1841, and
through its many changes during the following century and a
quarter. He has succeeded in conveying the idea of the news-
paper’s inside story of ownership, management, and technical
developments, and its outside record of news coverage and
editorial comment. Although changes of ownership and manage-
ment were common, the newspaper experienced a steady, if
slow, growth toward becoming a large successful business and
a respected institution in its city. It is probably unnecessary
to add that the history of this newspaper also supplies a useful
record of the city of which it has been a part.
Still, there are a few deficiencies in this valuable study. In
style and organiation it reflects its apparent origin as a doc-
toral dissertation. A more extensive revision from thesis into
book would have provided more interesting fare for the reader.
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There is, for example, a large stock of material of human in-
terest concerning the development of this newspaper which
has not been used in the preparation of this manuscript. An-
other weakness of the study is its inadequate attention to the
recent history of the Commercial Appeal. While 268 pages are
devoted to the first ninety-two years of the newspaper’s existence,
only sixty-four pages deal with the last forty-five years of the
publication. The majority of readers would probably have more
interest in the recent history of the newspaper than in its early
development.
The study is of such quality and interest that it is to be
hoped that the author will do additional research and publica-
tion on the recent history of this newspaper.
Memphis State University Charles W. Crawford
Still Rebels, Still Yankees and Other Essays. By Donald David-
son. (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1971.
xx, 284 pp. Introduction, acknowledgments, illustration,
index. $7.50.)
Poetry, the late Donald Davidson believed, must originate
“out of the whole and living tradition” of a people. Because
the South has its roots in tradition, it is most fitted to defend
the importance of poetry in twentieth-century America. These
ideas were shared by the Vanderbilt Fugitive Literary Group
(1922-1925) which eventually metamorphosed into the pres-
tigious New Criticism of Allen Tate and John Crowe Ransom,
Davidson’s fellow-fugitives. The Fugitive Group also led to
the phenomenon of southern agrarianism and the manifesto
I’ll Take My Stand (1930) to which Davidson was a contributor.
The book, he said later, “can be taken just as much as a de-
fense of poetry as it can be taken as a defense of the South.”
For he was never simply poet, never simply critic. He was,
supremely, southern poet and southern critic burdened with a
romanticism as politically illogical as it was elegantly expressed.
The theme that binds this posthumous collection of essays,
as Lewis P. Simpson points out in a concise introduction, is
“the conflict between tradition and anti-tradition that charac-
terizes modern society, with tradition viewed as the living con-
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tinuum that makes society and civilization possible and anti-
tradtion as the disintegrative principle that destroys society and
civilization in the name of science and progress.” Let there
be no C. P. Snows, but a succession of Stark Youngs! Yet mod-
ern industrial America demands poetry on every side, par-
ticularly of its scientists. The phenomenon would have left
Davidson, one feels, either astonished or blind.
His disquisitions range widely. There are discussions of
Yeats, John Gould Fletcher, Thomas Hardy, and Toynbee, and
(of course) Stark Young, futurism and archaism, regionalism
and nationalism and folklore, and the character of the hero—
never, be it noted, anti-hero. Not a sentence is unpolished.
The content is predictably pessimistic: “Our culture is falling
apart.” Traditional popular lore, for Davidson, is an important
basis for high art; but there is no place in his philosophy for
the popular lore, and emotion, arising from rootlessness— as in
today’s acid rock culture— or for that arising from unity of
cause on the part of the diverse, such as present-day California
grape workers creating freshly vital songs of protest. To David-
son, southern homogeneity was what made southern literature
immortal.
The mystique of tradition has produced in its time both
murder and the richly satisfying beauty of Yoknapatawpha
County. It has seldom had a more articulate spokesman than
Davidson. At his finest he can be moving:
If government is intended to serve human interests, what
does it propose to do about them? They . . . are the in-
carnations of the principle of diversity through which the
United States have become something better than Balkan,
and without which the phrase ‘my country’ is but a sorry
and almost meaningless abstraction.
If a modern reader can forgive such assertions as the one that
“the South is wholly native, if the Negroes are excepted,” and
that D. H. Lawrence, Gertrude Stein, and James Joyce inhabit
“literary bordellos,” he can learn much in Still Rebels, Still
Yankees about southern literature, about Davidson himself as
an impassioned spokesman for conservatism, and about the in-
effable charm of the cultural Old South at its best.
Tallahassee, Florida Gloria Jahoda
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A Teacher for All Seasons, A Biography of Ray V. Sowers, by
Dan A. Davis and Michael E. Duclos describes the life and
career of a distinguished member of the Stetson University facul-
ty. Dr. Sowers came to Florida in 1932 to teach at Florida
Southern College. From 1942-1948, he served as general super-
visor for the schools of Duval County. He was a member of the
state committee that developed the Minimum Foundation Pro-
gram enacted into law in 1947 by the Florida legislature. In
1948, President J. Ollie Edmunds of Stetson invited Dr. Sowers
to join his faculty as Director of Teacher Education. He retired
in 1965, but his retirement lasted only two years; he accepted an
appointment as Dean of the Liberal Arts College in 1967. Dean
Sowers has made a major impact on public and private education
in Florida. This biography, published by the Department of
Education, Stetson University, DeLand, sells for $5.50, and is
available from the Stetson University Bookstore, DeLand.
The Wilderness Tatoo: A Narrative of Juan Ortiz, by Wil-
liam O. Steele, while designed primarily for the young reader
has been carefully researched and the description of the Her-
nando de Soto expedition is interestingly presented. Juan Ortiz
was originally a member of the Narváez expedition which landed
in Florida in 1527. Captured by the Indians, his life was saved
by the chief’s daughter who helped him escape. Supposedly this
incident was the basis for the rescue story later related by Cap-
tain John Smith of Virginia. Juan was rescued by de Soto, and
he served as official interpreter for that expedition until his
death in 1541. The book was published by Harcourt Brace Jo-
vanovich, New York, and it sells for $4.95.
Another Florida book designed for the young reader is Four
Flags Over Florida by Walter Harter. It traces Florida’s history
from its discovery until her entrance into the Union as a state
in 1845. The illustrations are by Russell Hoover. Walter Harter
[198]
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lives in St. Augustine and is on the faculty of Bethune-Cookman
College, Daytona Beach. The book was published by Julian
Messner, New York, and it sells for $4.29.
Included in the many and varied activities of the Jackson-
ville Sesquicentennial was a publications program. A Commemo-
rative Pictorial of Jacksonville, compiled by Dena Snodgrass and
published by the Jacksonville Sesquicentennial Commission,
traces Jacksonville’s 150-year history. It reproduces the petition
of June 15, 1822 to Secretary of State John Quincy Adams which
describes Jacksonville. This document serves as the basis for the
date of the city’s founding. The photographs, etchings, litho-
graphs, and wood cuts, some of which are being published for
the first time, are all excellent. They cover the major episodes of
Jacksonville’s history, touching upon such events as the Spanish-
American War, the steamboat era, the great fire of 1901, and the
twentieth century. This attractive books sells for $1.00.
Florida Almanac is a very useful book of facts and informa-
tion on Florida published for the Miami Herald. Sections are
devoted to Florida history, archaeology, Indians, geography,
transportation, tourism, mining and minerals, attractions, live-
stock, and a score or more of other topics. It is filled with data,
statistics, election returns, etc. There are many maps and illus-
trations. The book sells for $2.25. It is available from Dukane
Press, 2901 Simms Street, Hollywood, Florida 33020.
Florida, Its Problems and Prospects is a Florida Studies text
by Edward A. Fernald, professor of Geography at Florida State
University. It is designed as a junior high school text, but it is
also very useful as a geographical reference since it includes
maps, tables, and a number of diagrams and graphs. It is avail-
able from Trend House, Tampa.
Jonah’s Gourd Vine is a reprint of the well-known novel by
Zora Neale Hurston who was born in Eatonville, Florida, and
who lived there most of her early life. Published first in 1934, it
became one of Miss Hurston’s most important books. It was
acclaimed as one of the best books of its time written about
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blacks by a black author. The new edition carries an introduc-
tion by Larry Neal. J. B. Lippincott Co., Philadelphia-New York
has published the reprint, which sells for $5.95.
Stephen S. Renfroe, Alabama’s Outlawed Sheriff was written
by Professor William Warren Rogers of Florida State Univer-
sity and Ruth Pruitt. Stephen Renfroe has become a southern
folklore legend. The authors have traced his career during the
Civil War and the Reconstruction era when he became an enthu-
siastic member of the Ku Klux Klan. Having saved it from
the horrors of the “New Order,” a grateful community elected
him sheriff of Sumter County. He quickly turned from being
a law-and-order man to an outlaw, and when he died in 1886
he had earned the reputation as being one of the South’s most
notorious rogues. This volume details not only a man, but the
tumultuous times in which he lived. It is a well written and well-
documented book. It sells for $7.50. It may be ordered from
Sentry Press, P. O. Box 235, Tallahassee, Florida 32304. This
is a new press, and Stephen S. Renfroe is its first product.
America’s Lighthouses: Their Illustrated History Since 1716,
by Francis Ross Holland, Jr., is a history of the United States
Lighthouse Service. It briefly notes the history of the great lights
of the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts, the Great Lakes and
Lake Champlain, and the lighthouses of Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto
Rico, and the Virgin Islands. The first American lighthouse was
probably a lantern dangling from a stick stuck in the ground
near some harbor entrance. It is generally believed that the first
permanent structure was the tower erected on Little Brewster
Island in Boston Harbor in 1716, although there is some evi-
dence that a lighthouse may have existed in Havana, Cuba, as
early as 1671. The Tybee Island Light, erected on the Georgia
coast in the 1740s to guide ships into the waterways leading to
Savannah, is the oldest on the lower east coast. The St. Augus-
tine Light dates to 1821 and was the first in Florida. An attempt
was made to erect a lighthouse at Ponce de Leon Inlet in the
1830s, but because oil for the tower’s lamps did not arrive, the
light was never exhibited. Funds were not appropriated for this
facility until 1882. The Cape Kennedy (Canaveral) Light dates
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to the 1840s, and the Jupiter Inlet Light, about fifteen miles
north of Palm Beach, went into operation July 10, 1860. The
Carysfort, Key West, Dry Tortugas, and Cape Florida Lights
began exhibiting in the 1820s. The Sand Key, Pensacola, St.
Mark’s, Cape St. George, Cape San Blas, St. Joseph Point, Eg-
mont Key, Cedar Key, and Gasparilla Island lighthouses were all
operating by the beginning of the twentieth century. America’s
Lighthouses, which includes many photographs, was published
by the Stephen Greene Press, Box 1000, Brattlebro, Vermont
05301. It sells for $15.00.
Historic Houses of America Open to the Public was compiled
by the editors of American Heritage under the direction of
Beverly Da Costa. Twenty-four Florida houses and historical
districts are included. They represent Key West, Miami, Palm
Beach, Pensacola, St. Augustine, St. Petersburg, Sarasota, and
Tallahassee. The book sells for $6.95; it is available from Ameri-
can Heritage Publishing Company, New York.
Democracy in the American South is the revised disserta-
tion of Charles F. Cnudde who was graduate assistant to Pro-
fessors James W. Prothro and Donald R. Matthews when they
were writing their Negroes and the New Southern Politics. This
study grew out of that association. Published by Markham Pub-
lishing Co., Chicago, in the Empirical Democratic Theory series,
it sells for $5.00.
You Can’t Eat Magnolias is a collection of essays dealing
with the southern issues of the 1970s. Edited by H. Brandt Ayers
and Thomas H. Naylor, with an introduction by Willie Morris,
it was published for the L. Q. C. Lamar Society. Southern cul-
ture, politics, education, and economy are discussed, and the
South’s past and future are analyzed. The index includes an
excerpt from Florida Governor Reuben Askew’s Inaugural Ad-
dress of January 5, 1971. William R. Hamilton is the only Florida
author represented in this collection, but others, like Professor
Wayne Flynt of Samford University, have been closely associated
with Florida history research. The volume is published by
McGraw-Hill Book Company, New York, and it sells for $8.95.
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All These Peoples The Nation’s Human Resources in the
South, by Rupert B. Vance in collaboration with Nadia Dani-
levsky, appeared first in 1945. The volume made a major impact
on southern thinking and southern scholarship at the time of its
publication. Although much of its statistical data is now out-of-
date, it is still an important book. Reprinted by Russell &
Russell, P. O. Box 2008, Church Street Station, New York,
10008, it sells for $24.00.
The Frontier Merchant in Mid-America, by Lewis E. Ather-
ton is an expanded version of a monograph published in 1939.
Dr. Atherton’s additional research has been interwoven into this
new volume, and the bibliographical citations have been brought
up-to-date. The volume is published by the University of Mis-
souri Press, Columbia, and it sells for $10.00.
Our Land Too, by Tony Dunbar, is an examination of life
in rural Mississippi and Appalachia. Much of the data was
gathered from direct interviews with poor whites and blacks in
the area. The paperback is published by Vintage Books, New
York. It sells for $1.95.
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The Fourth Gulf Coast History and Humanities Conference
will be held in Pensacola, Florida, November 30-December 2,
1972. The theme of the conference this year is “Gulf Coast Poli-
tics: The Twentieth Century.” The conference is co-sponsored
by the Pensacola Junior College, the University of West Florida,
and the Historic Pensacola Preservation Board. A workshop
Saturday, December 2, will relate to the preservation of historic
buildings and will be conducted in Historic Pensacola’s His-
panic Museum. James Moody and Richard Hagen of the His-
toric Pensacola Preservation Board are in charge of this program.
There will be a special display at the Museum of the buildings
at the Pensacola Naval Air Station included in the Historic
American Buildings Survey project conducted this past summer.
Dr. Ted Carageorge, Department of History, Pensacola Junior
College, is chairman of the program. Further information may be
obtained from him.
The published Proceedings of the three previous conferences
are available by writing to Dr. Lucius F. Ellsworth, John C.
Pace Library, University of West Florida, Pensacola 32504. In
Search of Gulf Coast History and Spain and Her Rivals sell for
$3.00 each, and The Americanization of the Gulf Coast, 1803-
1850, sells for $3.50.
The American Revolution Bicentennial Commission of Flor-
ida dedicated the Florida Bicentennial Trail on July 4, 1972,
in St. Augustine. This first ceremony recognized the Castillo de
San Marcos, one of the significant historic sites of Florida which
will make up the trail. Dr. Richard P. McCormick, a member of
the National American Revolution Bicentennial Commission,
was the main speaker. Lieutenant Governor Tom Adams,
chairman of the Florida Bicentennial Commission, unveiled the
marker presented to the Castillo. Deputy Director Bruce Miller
[203]
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of the NPS Florida-Caribbean District Office also spoke, pointing
out the role played by the Castillo during the American Revo-
lution. He called attention to the fact that 1972 is the tricen-
tennial celebration of the Castillo.
The American Revolution Bicentennial Commission of
Florida, the Historic Pensacola Preservation Board, and the
National Park Service jointly sponsored the documenting of
twenty-eight historic buildings at the Pensacola Naval Air Sta-
tion. Line drawings and historic data were collected for four-
teen of the buildings, and fourteen more were also photographed
for the Historic American Buildings Survey archives in the
Library of Congress. Officers’s residences, warehouses, administra-
tive buildings, the octagonal building, the lighthouse, and the
wet basin were included in the project. Rodd Wheaton of the
Historic American Buildings Survey and Professor John Sander-
son of the University of Florida supervised the project. Dr.
William Coker, of the Faculty of History, University of West
Florida, served as historian. Four student architects from the
Universities of Princeton, Illinois, Nebraska, and Texas were
involved. The Florida Bicentennial Commission will allot $5,000
in matching funds for each of the five years in the period 1972-
1976 for these surveys.
The following Florida sites and buildings have been added
to the National Register of Historic Places during the past year:
Fort Zachary Taylor, Armory, Key West Historic District, East
Martello Tower, and Indian Key (Monroe County); Lavalle
House and L. & N. Marine Terminal (Escambia County); Belle-
view, the Columns, Union Bank Building, Lake Jackson
Mounds, Cascades Park, Escambe Spanish Mission, The Grove,
Goodwood, San Pedro y San Pablo de Petale, and the McDougall
(Peres) House (Leon County); Fort Cooper (Citrus County);
Catherine Street Fire Station and the Old St. Luke’s Hospital
(Duval County); Trinity Episcopal Church (Franklin County);
Alcazar Hotel, Maria Sanchez Powder House Lot, Lindsley
House, Rodriquez-Avero-Sanchez House, Fish Island Site, Avero
House (St. Johns County); Wirick-Simmons House (Jefferson
County); Wardlow Smith House (Madison County); Weeden
Island, Andrew Memorial Chapel, and Tarpon Springs Sponge
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Exchange (Pinellas County); DeBary Hall, the Casements (Vo-
lusia County); Bradlee McIntyre House (Seminole County);
Demere Key (Lee County); Fort Foster (Hillsborough County);
New River Inn (Broward County); South Florida Military Col-
lege (Polk County); St. Marks Lighthouse (Wakula County);
Chautauqua Auditorium (Walton County); and Torreya State
Park (Liberty County).
T. T. Wentworth, Jr., of the T. T. Wentworth, Jr., Museum
of Pensacola, announces the completion of the art section of
the museum. It includes pictures by many early Pensacola
artists, popular in the late nineteenth and early twentieth cen-
turies. In addition to the art collection, the museum has over
50,000 items on display, the majority relating to Florida and
Pensacola history.
The National Park Service has made available a grant of
$6,887 for the restoration of the Old Union Bank in Tallahassee.
Constructed in 1841 and representative of Florida’s Territorial
Period, the Union Bank has been used by many firms, including
the Freedman’s Bank during the Reconstruction Period. The
state is planning a museum for this historic structure.
Manuel A. Morales has replaced Luis R. Arana as chief
park historical interpreter of the Castillo de San Marcos Na-
tional Monument, St. Augustine. A native of Puerto Rico, Mr.
Morales served as historian at the San Juan National Historic
Site. Mr. Arana, a member of the Florida Historical Quarterly’s
editorial advisory board, has been named historical resources
coordinator in the National Park Services Florida-Caribbean
Office.
The Rhode Island Historical Society, with the support of
the National Historical Publications Commission and the co-
sponsorship of the William Clements Library at the University
of Michigan, is collecting photocopies of all extant papers of
General Nathanael Greene (1742-1786). The assembling of photo-
copies of original manuscripts is preliminary to a letterpress
edition of selected papers to be published during the next five
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years and an eventual microfilm edition of all manuscript ma-
terial that will be excluded from the printed volumes. Anyone
possessing letters to or from Greene or having knowledge of
such letters in private hands (or in public repositories) whose
holdings are not listed in the National Union Catalog, are
asked to notify the Rhode Island Historical Society. Address
communications to Richard K. Showman, editor, Nathanael
Greene Papers, 52 Power Street, Providence, Rhode Island
02906.
The Journal of Ethnic Studies is a new scholarly magazine
published by the College of Ethnic Studies, Western Washington
State College, Bellingham, Washington. Inter-ethnic in scope
and multi-disciplinary in method, it will focus primarily on the
experiences of Asian-Americans, blacks, chicanos, and native
Americans. The journal is soliciting manuscripts and receiving
subscriptions. For information write Jeffrey D. Wilner, man-
aging editor, Journal of Ethnic Studies, Western Washington
State College.
Local Societies and Commissions
Apalachicola Historical Society—  The Society was reactivated
in March 1972, after several years of inactivity. James S. Daly is
president and Margaret Key is secretary. Efforts are being made
to collect letters, diaries, newspapers, and other memorabilia
relating to Apalachicola and Franklin County. A historical map
is being drafted, and it will be published. Meetings are held
monthly.
Historical Society of Okaloosa and Walton Counties—  The
Society is assisting in the drive to restore the historic Chautauqua
Auditorium in DeFuniak Springs which has recently been added
to the National Register of Historic Places. On August 3, the
membership sponsored a benefit theatrical at the Music Theatre
at Okaloosa-Walton Junior College. A display of household
utensils and tools used by Florida and southern pioneers is on
display at the Society’s museum which is open three days a
week.
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Jackson County Historical Commission—  Celebrating Jackson
County’s 150th anniversary, the Commission held a meeting
and reception at Great Oaks, the historic Greenwood home of
Claude Reese, chairman of the Commission. Dr. Mac Wayne
Craig of Nashville, Tennessee, was the speaker. Historical
markers have been placed at Great Oaks and the Ely-Crigler
Mansion, the home of Mrs. J. C. Packard in Marianna. On
August 12, 1972, a marker was dedicated at the Jackson County
Courthouse. Mr. Reese was master of ceremonies, and the speaker
was State Representative Wayne Mixson. Mrs. Lillian M. Miller
is secretary of the Commission.
Key West Art and Historical Society—  The recent issue of
Martello contained articles describing Key West in 1822, “the
lost community of Planter,” the history of early Key West art
and artists, an edited letter of Stephen R. Mallory, early
steamer transportation to Key West, and the history of the
“Martellos, East and West.” Officers of the Society are A. A.
Lawrence, president; L. W. Morrell and J. H. Stokes, vice-
presidents; James E. Shields, treasurer; Stewart Barron, cor-
responding secretary; and C. G. Goodell, recording secretary.
Colin Jameson is editor of Martello.
Madison County Historical Society—  An historical marker
describing the history of the Ellaville Post Office was dedicated
May 21, 1972. Mrs. Pearl E. Noegel, the last postmistress, made
the main address. George Adams Dietrich, North Florida Junior
College, drew the original draft for the casting. The marker for
the City of Madison was unveiled June 18. Edwin B. Browning,
Sr., chairman of the marker committee, received the Florida
Historical Society’s Award of Excellence for Presentation of
Florida History in the News Media for 1971.
Maitland Historical Society—  Recently organized, the Society
has requested the City Council of Maitland to provide a room
for the display of its collection of pictures, antique guns, tools,
costumes, and other artifacts.
Orange County Historical Commission—  In cooperation with
the Commission and the city of Orlando, the Orange County
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Historical Society has been organized for the purpose of con-
structing a historical museum building. The summer 1972 issue
of the “Orange County Historical Quarterly” carried an article
describing the history of Orlando’s early railroad stations. It
also listed the new acquisitions of the museum.
Peach  River Valley Historical Society—  The first fall meeting
of the Society was held September 22 at Pioneer Park, Zolfo
Springs. Vernon E. Peeples of Punta Gorda, a recipient of the
Society’s Florida History Award, was the speaker. N. E. Bill
Miller, executive director of the American Revolution Bicen-
tennial Commission of Florida, spoke at a summer meeting of
the Society. He described the various activities planned by the
state commission, and suggested programs for local historical
societies and communities.
Pensacola Historical Society—  A facsimile reprint of The Re-
view, Pensacola, May 8, 1909, has been published by the Society
and has been distributed to the membership.
Pinellas County Historical Commission—  Frank F. Bushnell,
a member of the Commission, is compiling a list of historic sites
in Pinellas County for submission to the County Planning
Council. At its July meeting the Commission adopted a reso-
lution expressing appreciation to the Junior League of Clear-
water for its years of service to the museum. The Commission
held its first fall meeting September 20, 1972.
Safety Harbor Area Historical Society— At its June meeting,
several residents of Oldsmar participated in a round-table dis-
cussion pertaining to the history of the city. Photographs and
memorabilia of the early days of Oldsmar were displayed. Bud
Lister, Hayes Kennedy, Basil Yettaw, Theresa Hoopingarner,
and James Morgan have been elected as directors of the Society.
St. Augustine Historical Society—  John W. Griffin, director of
the Historic St. Augustine Preservation Board, was the speaker
at the quarterly meeting of the Society, June 11, 1972. He de-
scribed “St. Augustine in 1822.” The July 1972 number of El
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Escribano, the Society’s quarterly publication, included a Chro-
nology of St. Augustine Historical Events, a Castillo de San
Marcos Tricentennial Publication. It revises the list published
by the Society in 1958. The July number of El Escribano also
included two edited seventeenth-century letters of Governor Don
Manuel de Cendoya and articles on “Grammond’s Landing at
Little Matanzas Inlet, 1636,” and the history of the chapel at
Castillo de San Marcos.
St. Lucie Historical Society—  Mrs. Ollie Mae Everritt, a de-
scendant of a pioneer family of the area, was the speaker at the
July 18 meeting of the Society. Ross Witham of the Florida
Department of Conservation spoke at the August meeting. Slides
of national historic sites were shown at the September meeting
by the president, Vivian Davis. On September 17, the Society
celebrated the fourth anniversary of the St. Lucie County His-
torical Museum at its Seaway Drive location.
Southwest Florida Historical Society—  At the annual meeting
in May Ernest W. Hall was reelected president. Dorothy Mc-
Laughlin was elected vice-president; Marion B. Godown, secre-
tary; and Kenneth L. Helper, treasurer. Mrs. Godown and Mr.
Helper are on the publications committee. Alberta Rawchuck
edits the “Caloosa Quarterly.” On August 12, the Society made
a field trip to Boca Grande, and visited the Gasparilla Inn, the
old school house, the lighthouse, and other historic places.
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G REAT EXPECTATIONS. . . . . .
1972
Oct. 26-29 National Trust for Washington, D.C.
Historic Preservation
Nov. 10-11 National Oral History Austin, Texas
Colloquium
Nov. 15-18 Southern Historical Hollywood, Fla.
Association
Nov. 30- Gulf Coast History and Pensacola, Fla.
Dec. 2 Humanities Conference
Dec. 27-80 American Historical New Orleans, La.
Association
1973
Jan. 6 Florida Historical Society Tampa, Fla.
Board
April Organization of American Chicago, Ill.
11-14 Historians
May 10-12 FLORIDA HISTORICAL Port St. Lucie Hilton
SOCIETY— 7lst Fort Pierce, Fla.
ANNUAL MEETING
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P R O G R A M
THURSDAY, MAY 11
DINNER AND MEETING OF THE OFFICERS
AND DIRECTORS: Oxford Room, 6:00 p.m.
FRIDAY, MAY 12
REGISTRATION: Mezzanine, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Morning Session
Presiding: James C. Craig, president, Florida Historical Society
Welcome: The Office of the Mayor of Jacksonville
John B. Turner, Jr., president, Jacksonville Historical
Society
Chairman: John E. Johns, Stetson University
“Pensacola in 1822”
Jack D. L. Holmes, University of Alabama at Birming-
ham
“St. Augustine in 1822”
John W. Griffin, Historic St. Augustine Preservation
Board
Commentator: Charlton W. Tabeau, University of Miami, with
commentary on “Key West in 1822”
Afternoon Session
Presiding: Judge James R. Knott, West Palm Beach
Chairman: William W. Rogers, Florida State University
“Jacksonville As A Nineteenth-Century Railroad Center”
Herbert J. Doherty, Jr., University of Florida
“Florida’s Economy, Mid-Nineteenth Century”
Clyde A. Haulman, College of William and Mary
“Florida Steamboating, Accent on the St. Johns”
Edward A. Mueller, secretary, Florida Department of
Transportation
Commentator: Malcolm Johnson, editor, Tallahassee Democrat
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Evening Session
Chairwomen: Audrey Broward and Dena Snodgrass





Presiding: Frank Taylor, Jacksonville
Chairman: F. Blair Reeves, University of Florida
“Restoration, National and International”
Carl Feiss, University of Florida
“The State’s Effort in Historic Preservation”
Randy Nimnicht, Florida Division of Archives, History
and Records Management
“Specific Approaches to Restoration”
Herschel E. Shepard, Jr., Jacksonville
American Association for State and Local History Awards, pre-
sented by Samuel Proctor and James Moody (Historic
Pensacola Preservation Board) to Independent Life and
Accident Insurance Company of Jacksonville, to Dr.
Donald Curl of Florida Atlantic University, and to the
University of Miami Press.
Luncheon and Business Meeting:
Award For Excellence in Presentation of Florida History in the
News Media, presented by Milton D. Jones to Elizabeth
Smith, Crawfordville.
“Discovering a City of Architectural Jewels”
Tour of Fernandina Beach, commentary by Mrs. Helen Litrico,
Amelia Island Company
Reception and Annual Banquet:
Presiding: James C. Craig
Invocation: The Reverend Mr. A. Stanley Bullock, Jr., rector,
Church of the Good Shepherd, Jacksonville
Presentation of Awards:
Arthur W. Thompson Memorial Prize in Florida History,
presented by Samuel Proctor, to Eugene Lyon, Indian
River Community College
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Rembert W. Patrick Memorial Book Award presented by
Margaret Chapman, Queens College, to Charlton Te-
beau, University of Miami
Address: “Don Juan McQueen, Citizen of East Florida and
Judge of the St. Johns and St. Marys River Banks,”
Walter C. Hartridge, chairman, Savannah-Chatham
Historic Site and Monument Commission
M I N U T E S
The semi-annual meeting of the board of directors of the
Florida Historical Society was convened in the Oxford Room,
Robert Meyer Hotel, Jacksonville, Florida, on the evening of
May 11, 1972, by James C. Craig, president. Present were John
E. Johns, Mrs. Milton D. Jones, Mary Jane Kuhl, Samuel
Proctor, Audrey Broward, Donald W. Curl, William M. Goza,
Byron S. Hollinshead, Milton D. Jones, Eugene Lyon, Thelma
Peters, Mrs. O. C. Peterson, Jerrell H. Shofner, Charlton W.
Tebeau, John D. Ware, Robert W. Williams, and Herbert J.
Doherty, Jr.
The minutes of the January 1972 board of directors meeting
as published in the April 1972 issue of the Florida Historical
Quarterly were approved. Mrs. Kuhl, executive secretary, pre-
sented the treasurer’s report. Mr. Jones complimented Mrs. Kuhl
on her excellent report and moved that it be accepted. The mo-
tion passed.
Captain Ware, membership chairman, reported that Pat
Dodson of Pensacola had designed a new application blank for
the Society, but cost estimates for printing were too high for
mass mailing. The form will be redesigned. Ware also reported
that the Tampa Magazine would publish extracts from his
Florida Historical Quarterly article on Celi, and he expressed
the hope that other news media would publicize Quarterly
articles and the activities of the Society. Gerald Butterfield, Di-
vision of Archives, History and Records Management, Florida
Department of State, is writing news releases and features for
the Florida Historical Quarterly. As of May 1, the membership
of the Society is 1,716. Many local societies have cooperated
in the membership drive, and an active mail solicitation has
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been carried out through the efforts of the Florida Division of
Archives, History and Records Management. Captain Ware
moved a vote of thanks to Secretary of State Richard (Dick)
Stone, Senator Robert W. Williams, Mr. and Mrs. S. A. Wahnish,
and Gerald Butterfield of the Division for their help in the
membership campaign. The motion passed.
Dr. Samuel Proctor, editor, The Florida Historical Quarterly,
gave his report. He noted that E. O. Painter Printing Company
of DeLeon Springs has the printing contract, and that their
work is very satisfactory. He stated that many scholarly articles
are being submitted for consideration, including an increasing
number from out-of-state. Dr. Proctor reported that the cumu-
lative index for Volumes XXXVII through L is on index cards.
The discussion followed on the problems of editing and financing
publication. Dr. Johns moved that a committee be appointed to
prepare the index for publication and report publication costs
to the Board at its mid-winter meeting. Miss Broward suggested
the possibility of combining the cumulative index for Volumes
I-XXXVI into a single publication. Senator Williams offered
his help on the project. Mr. Craig appointed a publications
committee with Dr. Shofner as chairman, and Dr. Tebeau, Dr.
Doherty, Dr. Proctor, and Mr. Jones as members.
Dr. Proctor informed the group that the Historical Associa-
tion of Southern Florida had rejected the offer of $250 made
by the FHS to purchase back issues of the Quarterly and sug-
gested a price of $400 with the Society also paying shipping
charges. Mr. Jones moved that Society agree to this offer for the
500 issues. The motion passed. Prices for all back issues of the
Quarterly will be increased by $1.00 across the board, effective
immediately.
The Editor reported that the judges for the Arthur W.
Thompson Memorial Prize in Florida History decided the
award would go to Eugene Lyon for his article “Exiles of Flor-
ida” which was published in the July 1971 issue of the Quarterly.
The Rembert W. Patrick Memorial Book Award for the best
book published on a Florida subject would go to Dr. Charlton
W. Tebeau for his The History of Florida.
Dr. Proctor called for the organization of a confederation or
league of the states’ local historical societies and commissions
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under the sponsorship of the Florida Historical Society. Senator
Williams offered to help with logistics for a one-day organiza-
tional meeting as suggested by Dr. Proctor. Dr. Tebeau also
supported the organization of local societies, pointing to the
special needs of these groups. Dr. Proctor moved that a com-
mittee be established to plan a meeting for the early fall of
1972. Mr. Craig asked that the committee be appointed by his
successor, Dr. Johns. The motion was passed.
Dr. Tebeau announced his interest in establishing a new
annual award to be given to the author of the best children’s
or young peoples’ book on Florida History. He is contributing
$200, and will raise the additional sum necessary to establish
an endowment to support the award. Administration of this
prize would be similar to the Patrick and Thompson awards.
Mr. Goza moved that Dr. Tebeau’s offer be accepted. The motion
was passed.
The president stated that Pat Dodson, chairman of the
nominating committee, had submitted the following slate: Mil-
ton D. Jones, president-elect; Dr. Thelma Peters, vice-president;
Mrs. Milton D. Jones, recording secretary; Mary Jane Kuhl,
executive secretary; and William Bevis, Michel G. Emmanuel,
Sister Elizabeth Ann Rice, David Forshay, and Norman Simons,
directors. The following nominating committee for the 1973
election was named by the board: Herbert J. Doherty, Jr.,
Michael Gannon, N. E. Bill Miller, O. C. Peterson, and Charl-
ton W. Tebeau.
The board accepted the invitation to hold the seventy-first
annual meeting of the Society at the Port St. Lucie Hilton Hotel
on May 10-12. Dr. E. Ashby Hammond, University of Florida,
and Dr. Thelma Peters, Miami, will serve as program chairmen.
The Indian River Area Historical Commission and the St.
Lucie Historical Society will serve as hosts.
The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 p.m.
Minutes of the Business Meeting
The annual business meeting of the Florida Historical So-
ciety was convened in the Oxford Room, Robert Meyer Hotel,
Jacksonville, Florida, at 1:00 p.m., May 13, 1972, by James C.
Craig, president. After welcoming the members and their guests,
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Mr. Craig asked for corrections or additions to the minutes of
the 1971 annual business meeting as published in the Florida
Historical Quarterly, October 197 1. The minutes were ap-
proved as published. Mrs. Mary Jane Kuhl, executive secretary,
presented the treasurer’s report which was approved as sub-
mitted.
Dr. Samuel Proctor, editor of the Florida Historical Quart-
erly, thanked his editorial board, Mrs. Kuhl, the graduate assist-
ants associated with publication of the Quarterly, and the staff
of the P. K. Yonge Library of Florida History, University of
Florida for their cooperation in publishing the journal. He
asked that books submitted to the Quarterly for review include
all pertinent data such as price and address where book may be
ordered or purchased. He urged Florida historical societies and
commissions representatives desiring space in the History News
section of the Quarterly to mail pertinent data to the office of the
Quarterly. Dr. Proctor noted that neither the Florida Historical
Society nor the Florida Historical Quarterly can answer detailed
research questions nor are there any publications other than the
Quarterly available for distribution. Dr. Proctor thanked the
persons who served as judges for the Arthur W. Thompson and
the Rembert W. Patrick awards. He also noted that back issues
of the Quarterly are available through the office of Mrs. Kuhl,
University of South Florida Library.
Captain John D. Ware, membership chairman, reported
that the Society is maintaining an active drive in an effort to
increase membership to 2,000. He thanked Senator Robert Wil-
iams and S. A. Wahnish of the Division of Archives, History and
Records Management, Department of State, and Mrs. Wahnish
for their assistance to the Society in expanding the membership
campaign. There were 1,615 members enrolled March 31, 1972,
and this had increased to 1,716 by the time of the meeting. He
asked each person present to recruit at least one new member.
Mr. Craig thanked Captain Ware for his work and his report.
Milton D. Jones presented the annual award, an engraved
plaque, to Mrs. Elizabeth F. Smith of Crawfordville for “Ex-
cellence in Presentation of Florida History through the News
Media.” Mrs. Smith was recognized for her work in publishing
the Magnolia Monthly and her other historical writings. Mr.
Jones is the donor of this award.
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Mr. Goza, chairman of the resolutions committee, proposed
the following resolutions for consideration:
IN MEMORIAM
BE IT RESOLVED, that the members of the Florida His-
torical Society express their sorrow and sense of loss at the
deaths of those members who have passed on since the last
annual meeting, including:
Mr. V. L. Bedsole, Baton Rouge, Louisiana
Mr. Louis B. Capron, West Palm Beach
Randall Chase, Sanford
Mr. E. M. Covington, Dade City
Senator Spessard L. Holland, Bartow
Mr. W. N. Horne, Ocala
Colonel Washington M. Ives, Jr., San Antonio, Texas
Dr. Dorothy Kaucher, Lake Wales
Miss Gertrude P. Meek, Hattiesburg, Mississippi
Mrs. Ned S. Porter, Port St. Joe
Mrs. Janie Smith Rhyne, Marianna
Mr. Donald G. Topping, Ponte Vedra
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Florida Historical
Society extend its congratulations and best wishes to its host
city, Jacksonville, Florida, Bold New City of the South, upon
the achievement of its Sesquicentennial;
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Florida Historical
Society, now enjoying its greatest number of members in its
own long history, express its gratitude for the important gains
made in the past year to Captain John D. Ware, membership
chairman, and with special appreciation for the assistance of
Secretary of State Richard (Dick) Stone, through the Division
of Archives, History and Records Management, Senator Robert
W. Williams, division director, Mr. and Mrs. S. A. Wahnish,
and Mr. Gerald Butterfield of the division staff;
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Florida Historical
Society extends its grateful appreciation to the Jacksonville His-
torical Society and the Jacksonville Historical and Cultural
Conservation Commission for sponsoring the annual meeting; to
Miss Dena Snodgrass and Dr. Charlton W. Tebeau, who served
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as co-chairmen of the program committee; and especially to the
local arrangements committee, John B. Turner, Jr., chairman,
and Mrs. Turner, and Mr. Frank Taylor, co-chairman, and Mrs.
Taylor, for careful and thoughtful attention to the myriad de-
tails, the successful handling of which contributed so greatly
to an enjoyable seventieth annual convention of the Society.
Mr. Goza then moved for the adoption of the resolutions.
The motion was approved.
Mrs. Betty Bruce, on behalf of the nominating committee,
presented the following slate of officers and directors for con-
sideration of the membership:
President-elect Milton D. Jones, Clearwater
Vice-president Dr. Thelma Peters, Miami
Recording secretary Mrs. Milton D. Jones, Clearwater
Executive secretary Mrs. Mary Jane Kuhl, Tampa
Directors, district 2 William Bevis, Fort Meade
Michel G. Emmanuel, Tampa
Director, district 3 Sister Elizabeth Ann Rice, Miami
Director, district 4 David A. Forshay, Lake Worth
Director, at-large Norman Simons, Pensacola
There were no nominations from the floor, and the secretary
was instructed to cast an unanimous ballot for the slate as
presented.
Eugene Lyon outlined the plans for the seventy-first annual
convention to be held at the Port St. Lucie Hilton, Fort Pierce,
May 10-12, 1973.
The president announced the plans for the afternoon tour
to Fernandina and the time of the reception and banquet.
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N E W  M E M B E R S
April 1, 1971 —  March 31, 1972
Judge and Mrs. Alto Adams, Sr., Fort Pierce
Joseph G. Adler, Cleveland, Ohio
David T. Alexander, Miami
John L. Alexander, North Miami Beach
Bobby D. Allen, Daytona Beach
William C. Andrews, Gainesville
Robert H. Atwood, Bradenton
Stuart Auerbach, Maitland
Maxine W. Banash, Lake Worth
Ruth K. Baucom, Fort Myers
John G. Beriault, Naples
Bill Bevis, Tallahassee
Frank Blandford, Clearwater
Edna M. Bockelman, Daytona Beach
Donald M. Bolling, Jacksonville
Captain Arnold Bostwick, Rantoul, Illinois
Mrs. Ed Brannan, Perry
Howard Branston, Miami
Dr. Boyd Breslow, Boca Raton
Dr. Fred H. Buckholtz, Punta Gorda
George E. Buker, Jacksonville
**Bern K. Bullard, Jr., Sarasota
Richard E. Bussard, Jacksonville
Nancy Gaillard Chadwick, Jacksonville
Floyd T. Christian, Tallahassee
Dr. Johnnie Ruth Clarke, St. Petersburg
Francis Coleman, Jr., West Palm Beach
George K. Coleman, Punta Gorda
Robert H. Connolly, Pompano Beach
Mrs. W. C. Copeland, Jr., Madison
Dr. William Coyle, Boca Raton
Mrs. J. Ellis Crosby, Jacksonville
Darrell L. Cunningham, Miami
*J. J. Daniel, Jacksonville
*H. V. Dartigalongne, Jacksonville
Vivian H. Davis, Fort Pierce
Fra. Manuela de Mora, St. Augustine
Elba A. Dodson, Orlando
Raymond E. Dolar, Tampa
*Jean C. Dougherty, Lutz
Horace R. Drew, Jr., Jacksonville
Mary K. Evans, Tallahassee
Mrs. N. F. Fain, Quincy
Helen Cooper Floyd, St. Simons Island, Georgia
Jim Fox, Winter Park
Sylvia K. Frost, Clearwater
Martha Fuentes, Tampa
Josephine Futch, Fort Pierce
Carol Anne Gagnon, Hialeah
Dr. W. George Gaines, Metairie, Louisiana
James F. Gaunt, LaBelle
Ray M. Gidney, Jacksonville
Charles William Grant, Jacksonville
Edward G. Grafton, Coral Gables
George W. Greene, Tampa
Mrs. J. N. Greening, Tampa
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Ana C. Greenstein, Casselberry
John W. Griffin, St. Augustine
Richard S. Hagen, Pensacola
Dr. Bruce W. Hull, Tampa
Bunnie Hall, Live Oak
Roy Cline Hallman, Panama City
George B. Hardie, Jr., South Miami
*John C. Harrison, Miami
Malachi Haughton, Jr., Jacksonville
Paul F. Hauschiid, II, Grand Rapids, Michigan
F. Cummins Hester, Jr., Wildwood
Charles A. Hoffman, Gainesville
Mrs. Harold Holub, Portland, Oregon
Mrs. Sidney L. Horne, Sebring
*Mr. and Mrs. John E. Houser, Jacksonville
Tess Hughes, West Palm Beach
C. C. Hutchinson, Tampa
Ruth Jelks, Jacksonville
Mr. and Mrs. Jack G. Jennings, Vero Beach
Osler H. Johns, Jr., Orlando
Margaret Johnson, St. Augustine
Charles O. Jones, Decatur, Illinois
*Elmer E. Jones, Jr., Miami
Ted M. Jones, Columbia, South Carolina
Marcia Kanner, Coral Gables
David Kantor, Ormond Beach
Terence G. Kemper, Coral Gables
Harry A. Kersey, Jr., Boca Raton
Joe Lang Kershaw, Miami
Fred B. King, Punta Gorda
Madeline D. Knight, Jacksonville
Charles T. Kolinski, Boca Raton
John R. Lawson, Jr., Tampa
Nancy E. Lewis, Lake Wales
Mrs. John Linehan, Lantana
Mariesa Liston, West Palm Beach
Mrs. Ray Littlefield, Lake City
E. B. Loyless, Jr., Jacksonville
William J. Mack, Tarpon Springs
Gertrude B. Madden, Lake Park
Clyde Maddox, Wauchula
William F. Marina, Boca Raton
Frank H. Mason, Largo
Rosemary Mason, Tallahassee
James A. Mead, III, Boca Raton
John B. Meyer, Apalachicola
Lieutenant Commander Walter F. Mierse, Jacksonville
Raymond A. Mohl, Jr., Boca Raton
Mrs. Harry Joseph Morris, Dallas, Texas
Mrs. T. Aubrey Morse, Tallahassee
*Mary K. Muirhead, Osprey
Jean Murfin, New Orleans, Louisiana
Marian Murray, Sarasota
Thomas C. MacDonald, Jr., Tampa
David McCauley, Greenwich, Connecticut
Martha L. McClure, West Palm Beach
Cindy McDuffie, Jupiter
Philip M. McGarr, Delray Beach
Herbert G. McKay, Tampa
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Herbert P. McNeal, Winter Park
Verna Nistendirk, Tallahassee
Tina Novoa, West Palm Beach
Mr. and Mrs. Lester K. Olson, Tampa
Thomas D. O’Malley, Tallahassee
John B. Opdyke, Gainesville
John O’Sullivan, Boca Raton
Robert W. Patton, Miami
Gilbert Paul, Alexandria, Virginia
Mrs. Ronald Payne, Ft. Lauderdale
Mrs. Richard Perlen, Port Charlotte
*Charles E. Perry, Miami
Tom C. Perry, Moore Haven
Mrs. O. A. Pickett, Jr., Pensacola
John Pierson, Vero Beach
Julian M. Pleasants, Gainesville
Samuel A. Portnoy, Boca Raton
Charles G. Potter, Jacksonville
W. E. Potter, Lake Buena Vista
Mrs. Lucien Proby, Miami
John W. Puffer, III, Tampa
Mr. and Mrs. Philip Pullara, Tampa
Barbara Purdy, Gainesville
William S. Renney, Clawson, Michigan
Larry Resnick, Miami
Mrs. Ola May Ryder, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
Ernest E. Sanchez, Tampa
Marian F. Schramm, Lake Worth
Margaret T. Scott, Naples
E. A. Seemann, Miami
Kenneth N. Sellati, Miami
Dian Lee Shelley, Pensacola
Ben Shepard, Hialeah
Albert C. Simmons, Bronson
Martha Jean Smith, Lakeland
Sherman N. Smith, Jr., Vero Beach
Thomas B. Snipes, West Palm Beach
Melody Sparkman, West Palm Beach
Frances J. Stafford, Tallahassee
J. Barton Starr, Enterprise, Alabama
*Richard Stone, Tallahassee
John R. Bob Stripling, Hialeah
Mr. and Mrs. T. Holmes Taylor, Fort Pierce
George Rae Thompson, Jr., Tampa
Guilda L. Thomson, Miami
Robert Turkovic, Fort Lauderdale
William E. Tydeman, Clearwater
Lilian T. Urschel, Winter Park
Mrs. Herbert O. Vance, Coral Gables
F. Norman Vickers, Pensacola
Robert G. Vollmert, Tallahassee
Mrs. S. A. Wahnish, Tallahassee
John B. Walker, Palm Beach
Jerry W. Weeks, West Palm Beach
A. H. Wentworth, Perry
Arthur O. White, Gainesville
Maralyn J. Williams, West Palm Beach
Ed C. Wiliamson, Auburn, Alabama
Ethel M. Winton, Jacksonville
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Simeon F. Wooten, Jr., Fort Lauderdale
Barbara J. Yates, Delray Beach
Donald T. Yeats, Fort Ogden
Victor B. Yeats, Tampa
Myron M. Zimmerman, North Miami
Akron University Library, Akron, Ohio
Bartow Senior High School, Bartow
Bradford County Public Library, Starke
Chicago Public Library, Chicago, Illinois
Crescent City Junior and Senior High School Library, Crescent City
Desoto Middle School, Arcadia
East Texas State University, Commerce, Texas
H. H. Filer Junior High School, Hialeah
Florida Central East Coast Education T.V., Inc., Orlando
Florida Department of Commerce, Tallahassee
Florida International University, Miami
Georgia State University Library, Atlanta, Georgia
Hialeah-Miami Lakes Senior High School, Hialeah
Hillsborough Junior College, Tampa
Iowa State University of Science and Technology, Ames, Iowa
Kinlock Park Junior High School, Miami
Lake Forest School Library, Jacksonville
Lake Wales Senior High School, Lake Wales
Merill Road Elementary School Library, Jacksonville
Miccosukee Department of Education, Ochopee
University of New Brunswick, Fredericton, N. B., Canada
North Carolina State Library, Technical Services Division, Raleigh, North
Carolina
Northside Elementary School, Brooksville
Pompano Beach Public Library, Pompano Beach
San Diego Public Library, San Diego, California
Seminole Library Association, Inc., Seminole
Seminole Middle School, Fort Lauderdale
Louis S. Sheffield Elementary School, No. 242 Library, Jacksonville
John H. Smiley Edu. Division Center, Resource Library, Daytona Beach
South Florida Junior College, Avon Park
Texas A & M University, College Station, Texas
University of North Florida Library, Jacksonville
Ruth N. Upson School Library, Jacksonville
Booker T. Washington, Jr. Library, Miami
Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah
Biblio-Card Company, Mentor, Ohio
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GIFTS TO THE SOCIETY
Sister M. Regina Carlton, S.S.J. Time Exposure 1891-1971. (Gift
of author)
Heatherington, M. F. History of Polk County, Florida. (Gift of
Mr. and Mrs. Thomas Mickler, in memory of Father Jerome)
Corliss Lamont, ed. The Thomas Lamonts In America. (Gift
of editor)
Neal, Thomas Howe R., Neal, Harbison, Snodgass, Miller and
Related Families. (Gift of author)
Sulzer, Elmer G., Ghost Railroads of Sarasota County. (Gift
of Sarasota Historical Commission)
Photograph Collection:
Vizcaya (Miami, Florida), 363 photographs. (Gift of Nassau
County Museum, Syosset, N.Y.)
Ten books were added to the Library’s collection from the
Father Jerome Memorial Fund.
TREASURER’S REPORT
April 1, 1971 - March 31, 1972
Balance, April 1, 1971 ----------------------------------------------------$34,391.85
University State Bank -------------------- $7,526.60
First Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. (Gainesville) ------------------- 9,559.28
Guaranty Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. (Gainesville) ------------------ 2,800.34
Tampa Federal Savings & Loan -------- 1,809.75
University of South Florida
Account No. 95003 -------------------. 133.37
Petty cash ------------------------ 14.09
Volusia County property --------------- 120.00 $21,963.43
Julien C. Yonge Publication Fund:
Guaranty Federal Savings &
Loan Assn. (Gainesville) -------- $11,992.02
Pennzoil United (thirty shares) 200.00
Middle South Utilities (six shares) 126.00
Bayrock Growth Fund, Inc.
(Florida Growth Fund) (sixteen
shares) ------------------------- 110.40 $12,428.42
$34,391.85
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First Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. dividends ----------------------
Guaranty Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. dividends ----------------------
Father Jerome Memorial Fund:
Transfer from University State
Bank (checking account) ---------
Contributions -----------------------
Tampa Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. dividends ---------------------
Transfer of Funds:
Tampa Federal Savings & Loan Assn.




banquet, and luncheon tickets) -----
Julien C. Yonge Fund:
Contributions ------------------------
Pennzoil United dividends ----------
Middle South Utilities -------------
Bayrock Growth Fund dividends
(Florida Growth Fund) ----------
Guaranty Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. dividends ------------------
Transfer from University State
Bank (checking account) -------
Royalties:





























Printing (E. O. Painter
Printing Co.) ---------------- $7,609.08
Copyrights ----------------------- 46.00
Mailing list (Direct Mail
Advertising, Inc.) ------------- 126.16
Rinaldi Printing Company ----- 246.12
Russell Distributing Company 65.62
Editor’s expense ----------------- 500.00
P. O. box rental, Gainesville ---- 10.80
University of Florida Teaching
Resources Center
(photographs) --------------- 7.35
Kodak (microfilm) --------------- 137.39 $8,807.06
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Postage for convention ---------------
Holiday Inn, Punta Gorda
(luncheon) ---------------------




Rembert W. Patrick Book Award
Arthur W. Thompson Memorial
Award --------------------------
University of South Florida
Account No. 95003 (postage,




(C. P. Saclarides) -----------------
Property tax (Volusia County) -------
Mickler’s Floridiana ------------------

















Tampa Federal Savings and Loan Assn.
(Father Jerome for books) to
University State Bank (checking
account) -------------------------- 104.70
University State Bank (checking
account) to Guaranty Federal
Savings and Loan Assn.
(Yonge Fund) --------------------------- 1,000
University State Bank (checking
account) to Tampa Federal
Savings & Loan Assn.
(Father Jerome) ------------------ 1,000.00
Net Worth: -------------------------------------------------------------$3,116.51 $12,711.41$38,956.85
Location of Balances:
University State Bank ----------------- $5,238.68
University of South Florida
Account No. 95003 ------------------ 80.74
Petty cash - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 8.59
First Federal Savings & Loan Assn. ----- 13,075.08
Guaranty Federal Savings & Loan Assn.
(Thompson Memorial Fund) -------- 2,944.30
Tampa Federal Savings & Loan Assn,
(Father Jerome Fund) ------------ 3,159.71
Volusia County property -----------------
Julien C. Yonge Publication Fund:
120.00 $24,627.10
Guaranty Federal Savings & Loan
Assn. ------------------------------ $13,893.35
Pennzoil United (thirty shares) ----- 200.00
Middle South Utilities
(six shares) ----------------------- 126.00





March 31, 1972 ------------------------------------------------ $38,956.85
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THE FLORIDA HISTORICAL SOCIETY
THE HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF FLORIDA, 1856
THE FLORIDA HISTORICAL SOCIETY, successor, 1902
THE FLORIDA HISTORICAL SOCIETY, incorporated, 1905
OFFICERS
JOHN  E. JOHNS , president
MILTON  D. JONES , president-elect
THELMA  PETERS , vice-president
MRS. MILTON D. JONES, recording secretary
MARY  JANE  KUHL , executive secretary and librarian
SAMUEL  PROCTOR , editor, The Quarterly
DIRECTORS
W ILLIAM  BEVIS
AUDREY BROWARD













The Florida Historical Society supplies the Quarterly to its
members. The annual membership fee is $7.50, but special mem-
berships of $15.00, $50.00, $75.00, and $150.00 are available.
Correspondence relating to membership and subscriptions should
be addressed to Mary Jane Kuhl, Executive Secretary, University
of South Florida Library, Tampa, Florida 33620. Inquiries con-
cerning back numbers of the Quarterly should be directed to
Mrs. Kuhl.
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